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Right On 


President Obama’s comment that health 
insurance is a “right” demonstrates how 
uninformed he is on the role of proper 
governance. 

The definition of a true right is one that 
when exercised does not violate the right 
of another. For example if someone else 
has to pay for or provide a service for me 
to exercise my right, it is not a right. 

Therefore, things such as housing, edu- 
cation, a job, a minimum wage, medical 
treatment, and, yes, healthcare insurance 
are not rights at all. Those are things that 
must be earned. 

It’s pretty simple to see that a govern- 
ment that tries to provide all these things 
to all people will shortly go broke. Forced 
confiscation (i.e., taxes) from some to pro- 
vide unearned entitlements to others is a 
formula for disaster: It doesn’t work. 

If we don’t keep our current misguided 
administration in check, our Republic may 
be headed for fiscal ruin. 

JAMES C. GREEN 
Heber City, Utah 


Why Ask Why? 


As you read articles in magazines and 
newspapers, watch news shows, hear lec- 
tures, and speak with other people, are you 
beginning to ask yourself, “Why?” 

Why do we accept a growing dysfunc- 
tional bureaucracy that has proven to harm 
the economy and interfere with the normal 
daily functioning of society? 

Why do we ignore the scientific method 
and logic when making laws and guiding 
our lives? If you pay people to have ba- 
bies, they will have more babies; if you 
pay people not to work, they will not 
work. If you tax something, you will get 
less of it. If you subsidize something, you 
will get more of it. Does this make sense? 

Why have we accepted the pseudo-sci- 
ences of global warming, Keynesian eco- 
nomics, and other proven fallacies? 

Why do we sup- 
port revolutions that 
install the Muslim 
Brotherhood and 
other Islamic groups, 
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either subjugate or kill us — as proven 
throughout history? 

Why are we accepting United Nations 
control over our lives and our country in 
the forms of Agenda 21, the Small Arms 
Control Treaty, and other agreements that 
actually violate our Constitution and our 
constitutional rights? 

Why do we keep trying to deal with for- 
eign governments and people that we know 
lie to us and have proven they cannot be 
trusted with even simple agreements? 

Why are we discarding the proven 
principles of the free market system that 
initially made our country the greatest the 
world has ever known? 

Why do we continue to support politi- 
cians who have nothing but contempt for the 
U.S. Constitution and our most basic laws 
and allow them to ignore these laws them- 
selves, and live by a different set of laws? 

Why did we ever go off the gold standard 
and allow our monetary system to fall into 
chaos? Why have we allowed the major 
banks and financial institutions to create 
more debt than there is money in the world? 

Why is Lois Lerner, the IRS functionary 
who oversaw the felony dissemination of 
Tea Party tax info, not in jail? Why do in- 
competents in the federal bureaucracy keep 
their jobs and continue to get raises? 

This could go on and on for many 
pages. When you consider these questions 
and others, why are you not taking action? 
Why is there not more civil disobedience? 

WILLIAM F, HINESER, DPM 
Arvada, Colorado 


Crony Contracting? 


How is it that CGI Federal, a poorly per- 
forming company on its previous projects, 
received a “No Bid” contract for building 
the ObamaCare website? Could it be the 
size and destination of its recent campaign 
contributions? 

RUSSELL W. HAAS 

Golden, Colorado 
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INSIDE TRAGK. 


Ads Use Casual Sex, Drinking to Promote ObamaCare to Young People 


Supporters of ObamaCare have resorted to what some critics say 
is sleazy advertising in an effort to convince young people to sign 
up for the socialized healthcare program. In one ad, produced 
in early November by ProgressNow Colorado and the Colorado 
Consumer Health Initiative, a young woman holding a packet of 
birth control pills can be seen standing next to a young man. The 
ad includes the tagline “Let’s Get Physical,” and has the woman 
thinking: “OMG, he’s hot! Let’s hope he’s as easy to get as this 
birth control. My health insurance covers the pill, which means 
all I have to worry about is getting him between the covers.” 

Another ad features a trio of young men who should already 
have outgrown the party scene, posing around a beer keg, glasses 
raised, with the lines: “Keg stands are crazy. Not having health 
insurance is crazier. Don’t tap into your beer money to cover 
those medical bills. We got it covered. Now you can too. Thanks, 
Obamacare!” 

Amy Runyon-Harms of ProgressNow Colorado defended the 
advertisements, explaining that the “whole intention of these ads 
is to raise awareness, and that’s what we’re doing. It’s great that 
more and more people are talking about it.” Adam Fox of the 
Colorado Consumer Health Initiative said November 12, “It’s 
been fun to watch how it all plays out. We’ve seen both positive 
and negative reactions, but if people are seeing the ads and pur- 
chasing health insurance, that’s a good thing.” 

Referring to the ad campaign’s assumption that a majority of 
young women in Colorado want insurance that offers free birth 


control so they can engage in casual sex, Nathan Harden of Na- 
tional Review pointed out November 13 that “the Obamacare ads 
reveal what a low estimate of intelligence the left has for young 
women. The Obama administration and its supporters should be 
aware that there are millions of American women who want afford- 
able health insurance that works and doesn’t rob them of choices.” 
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Millions More May Lose Coverage Under ObamaCare 


A study released on November 20 by the American Enterprise 
Institute (AED) estimated that as many as 100 million working 
Americans will lose their employer-sponsored insurance cover- 
age because it doesn’t meet the mandates of ObamaCare. 

Under ObamaCare, companies with fewer than 50 employees 
aren’t required to provide health insurance coverage for them, but 
if they do, they must meet the greatly expanded “high-tier” ben- 
efits mandated by the new healthcare act. That means that most 
plans, between half and two-thirds of those currently in place at 
small businesses around the country, will be cancelled unless they 
alter their coverage to meet the new requirements. 

Those “cancellation” notices will likely arrive just in time for 
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the November 2014 elections, because many small businesses 
took advantage of a loophole in the new law that allowed them 
to renew their plans before the end of the year for another full 
year before the new mandated benefits would apply. This would, 
however, only delay the pain of the coming changes and premium 
increases. For example, Aetna has encouraged “off-cycle” renew- 
als for its group policyholders to put off the day of reckoning. 
But as Aetna spokeswoman Stephanie Ancellai noted November 
8, when those group plans are renewed next year, “small busi- 
nesses will pay more for their health coverage,” seeing increases 
estimated by Aetna’s CEO Mark Bertolini to be between 20 and 
50 percent. 

This additional unhappy surprise was described by Scott Gott- 
lieb at Forbes on November 6 as “another painful blow set to 
befall consumers as a result of Obamacare.” On the other hand, 
others are recognizing that these “painful blows” were an in- 
tended consequence of ObamaCare from the beginning. 

As Americans continue to learn what ObamaCare was really 
intended to do, they may also be reminded of the quip “one can- 
not make an omelet without breaking a few eggs.”” Many Ameri- 
cans were persuaded that they could keep their eggs and that the 
real costs of socialized medicine — ObamaCare — would be 
borne by someone else. Those days of disillusionment are rapidly 
coming to an end. 


Obama Education Chief Sparks Fury With Common Core Comments 


Regarding opposition to the Common Core scheme to nationalize 
education in America, Secretary of Education Arne Duncan was 
speaking at a meeting with state education bosses on November 
15 when he dropped the bombshell that quickly morphed into the 
embattled administration’s latest scandal. “It’s fascinating to me 
that some of the pushback is coming from, sort of, white subur- 
ban moms who — all of a sudden — their child isn’t as brilliant 
as they thought they were and their school isn’t quite as good as 
they thought they were, and that’s pretty scary,” Duncan claimed 
at the meeting. “You’ve bet your house and where you live and 
everything on ‘my child’s going to be prepared.’ That can be a 
punch in the gut.” 

When his “white suburban moms” remark was first reported, 
the outcry was swift and brutal — and it came from all de- 
mographics. By the next day, a petition on the White House 
website was demanding that Duncan be removed from office. 
Duncan’s racially charged remark, the petition notes, “clearly 
demonstrates the complete lack of understanding he has and his 
utter contempt for the American people. He is both unqualified 
and unfit to lead the Department of Education and should be 
removed immediately.” 

Of course, aside from being untrue — critics of the radical 
standards come from all races, genders, and points on the politi- 
cal spectrum — analysts say the top federal education bureau- 
crat’s controversial remarks were divisive, antagonizing, inap- 


propriate, racially charged, and more. Plus, parents are outraged 
about the dumbing down of their kids, not, as Duncan falsely 
suggested, that they aren’t “brilliant.” 

As the uproar was growing louder and it became obvious that 
the divisive and misleading ploy backfired, Duncan finally apolo- 
gized on November 18 for his half-baked comments — sort of. 
“My wording, my phrasing, was a little clumsy and I apologize 
for that,” he said. However, as administration officials and state 
authorities collecting federal Common Core bribes continue with 
their failing efforts to demonize supporters of proper education 
and local control, the grassroots uprising against the standards is 
sweeping the country even faster. 
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“Moderate” President of Brazil Rallies Communist Party Allies 


Between confiscating land from its owners at gunpoint and 
collaborating with the world’s most ruthless despots in the 
ongoing conquest of Latin America for socialism, supposedly 
“moderate” Brazilian President Dilma Rousseff found time to 
rally the troops and re-affirm her alliance with Marxists at the 
Communist Party of Brazil’s 13th Congress on November 15. 
Virtually nobody noticed it — especially in the establishment 
press — but the dramatic scene featuring the radical Brazilian 
leader speaking next to giant posters of Karl Marx and mass- 
murdering Soviet dictator Vladimir Lenin was captured on 
camera and posted online. 

The crowd at the Communist Party of Brazil (PCdoB) sum- 
mit, which took place under the banner “to advance in change,” 
certainly loved the spectacle. As President Rousseff approached 
the podium, the Communist Party zealots stood up, clapped their 
hands above their heads, chanted, and cheered. Rousseff also 
celebrated communist terrorists and the deep bonds between her 
party (the Workers’ Party, or PT) and the communists, who she 
said were fighting “the good battle” on behalf of the people of 
Brazil. 

Rousseff also took to Twitter to boast of the key role the radi- 
cal Marxists play in her rule. “The Brazilian Communist Party 
shares with me the challenge of ruling Brazil,” she explained. “It 
helps me with the force of its political unity.” Rousseff then went 
on to say that the Communist Party was helping her government 
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prepare for the Olympic Games and the World Cup soccer cham- 
pionship to be held in Brazil. 

At the same time, the Obama administration continues to 
shower billions of U.S. taxpayer dollars on Brasilia and its allies 
under the guise of everything from “foreign aid” to supporting 
its state-run oil behemoth Petrobras. If the Marxist network can 
continue advancing its aims sheltered from media and public 
scrutiny, experts say, the future of Brazil and Latin America more 
broadly looks bleak at best. However, opposition forces believe 
that with enough effort, it is still possible to stop the agenda in its 
tracks and reverse the tide of tyranny. 
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Egyptian Leader Admits Former Warm Relations With the USSR 
“We want to give a new impetus to our relations and return them to 
the same high level that used to exist with the Soviet Union.” 

After meeting with current Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lav- 
rov, Egyptian Foreign Minister Nabil Fahmy hoped to reestablish 
strong ties with Moscow. 


Unrest Continues in Egypt in 

“The revolution continues. Down with all those who betrayed — the oy 

military, the former regime, or the Muslim Brotherhood.” 

The above graffiti-like slogan, painted by revolutionary activists on a yet-to-be-finished memorial in 
Cairo’s Tahrir Square, showed that Egyptian activists find fault with both the current military-led gov- 
ernment and the Muslim Brotherhood that was ousted from leadership by the military. 


Gulf of Mexico Oil Potential Remains Huge 

“What catches our attention is the potential — billions of barrels right in our own backyard.” 

The 2010 BP oil spill may have signaled a lessening or even a termination of drilling in the Gulf of 
Mexico for some. But recent discoveries of huge deposits have stimulated new interest in capturing the 
oil below the waters off Texas and Louisiana, according to Robert Ryan, a Chevron vice president. 


Reluctant Support for Nuclear Power 

“While investment in renewable sources [solar and wind power] is crucially important ... nuclear power 
remains the cheapest and most readily available of the alternative energy sources. Difficult as it may be 
to reduce dependence on coal, nuclear power is probably the world’s best shot.” 

Writing in the New York Times, economic contributor Eduardo Porter overcame his prejudice against 
nuclear power as he surveyed the rising need for energy across the globe. 


Momentum for Pacific Trade Pact Stalls in the U.S. House 

“Some of us have opposed past trade deals and some have supported them, 
but when it comes to fast track, members of Congress from across the politi- 
cal spectrum are united [in opposition].” 

Fast-track authority would bar adding amendments and cancel any possible 
Senate filibuster. The threat of gaining such authority for the proposed Trans 
Pacific Partnership involving the United States and a dozen other Pacific- 
Walter . rim nations has been opposed in letters circulated by Congressman Walter 
bag Jones (R-N.C.) that have been endorsed by 170 members. Without fast-track 
authority, the proposed TPP will likely never be approved by Congress. 
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Enormous Devastation After Typhoon Hits the Philippines 

“T don’t believe there is a single structure that is not destroyed or damaged in some way — every single 
building, every single house.” 

On the scene in the hard-hit Philippine city of Tacloban, U.S. Marine Corps General Paul Kennedy 
has been leading a U.S. aid mission. The storm’s path across many of the nation’s 7,000 islands caused 
an estimated 5,000 fatalities. 


President Accepts Criticism for HealthCare.gov “Glitches” 

“There were times I thought we got slapped around unjustly. This one is deserved.” 

As serious “glitches” within ObamaCare became obvious, President Obama offered an “apology” 
that acknowledged the website glitches without admitting that ObamaCare is fundamentally flawed. 


No Change in Fed Policies Can Be Expected 
“Like the chairman, I strongly believe that monetary policy is most effective when the public under- 
stands what the Fed is trying to do and how it plans to do it.” 
Indicating that she intends to continue the Fed’s currency-creating stimulus program, Janet L. Yellen, 
President Obama’s choice to succeed Ben Bernanke leading the Fed, went before the Senate for con- 
firmation as the Fed’s next leader. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


AP Images 


STORY Mearnonc 


Cifts™ 


at Tru 


Matter 


oF dh 


Humans are the recipients of extraordinary gifts: a singularly unique, habitable planet, an 
unmatched ability to use the Earth to our benefit, and a scientifically incomprehensible spirit. 


by Charles Scaliger 


he Christmas season has always 
been associated with gift-giving. 
Romans exchanged gifts during the 
pre-Christian December holiday of Satur- 
nalia, and the custom continued with the 
Christianization of the Roman Empire, 
encouraged by the story of wise men who 
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brought gifts to the baby Jesus and by 
the influence of the fourth-century Greek 
bishop and saint, Nicholas of Myra, who 
was known for giving gifts to the faith- 
ful and is the basis for the modern-day 
Santa Claus. Despite the denunciations 
of the “commercialization of Christmas,” 
the holiday has always been inextricably 
intertwined with gift-giving, a practice 


certainly in harmony with the teachings 
of Jesus of Nazareth. 


One Beautifully Designed World 

We are, after all, children of a gift-giv- 
ing God, a Creator who has gifted us this 
beautiful world — one which, according 
to all scientific evidence so far amassed, 
is without peer, at least in our corner of 
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the cosmos. Although wonderfully sensi- 
tive instruments canvassing nearby stars 
by the hundreds of thousands have found 
thousands of exoplanets — a program of 
discovery unimaginable as recently as 
20 years ago — not one shows any sig- 
nificant similarity to our own beautiful 
blue marble. The Milky Way galaxy is 
brimming over with exotica like brown 
dwarfs, frozen “super-earths” too dis- 
tant to harbor life as we know it, and su- 
perheated giant planets close enough to 
their parent stars for their atmospheres 
to rain molten glass in perpetual cyclonic 
storms. Within our own humble solar sys- 
tem are stunningly beautiful gas giants 
like Saturn and Uranus, exotic moons 
such as Titan, Europa, Io, and Enceladus, 
and even one planet, Mars, that seems 
tantalizingly hospitable, perhaps enough 
to harbor the simplest and most rugged 
extremophile forms of life in some hid- 
den recess. All of these are marvels of 
nature, to be sure, but so far, nothing 
even remotely like our own Earth, and 
the life that abounds in its soil, water, 
and air, has been discovered. Perhaps 
the Earth is not unique in the unimagin- 
ably vast universe that we inhabit, but it 
appears increasingly unlikely, given the 
distances that separate us from even our 
nearest celestial neighbors, that we shall 
ever discover another world like it. From 
our mortal perspective, this wonderfully 
hospitable, beautiful, and fecund planet 
is a glorious gift from a God who wishes 
prosperity and well-being on His chil- 
dren, and has provided a refuge from the 
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frozen, airless, radiation- 
ridden expanse just a few 
miles above our heads. 
Our Earth is exquisitely 
designed and situated so that 
mankind and the other life 
forms that share our orb may 
not merely survive but flour- 
ish. Lying within the so-called 
“Goldilocks zone” — neither 
too near nor too far from the 
sun, so that its climate is “just right” for life 
as we know it — the Earth is shielded from 
otherwise lethal cosmic and solar radiation 
by its strong magnetic field and dense at- 
mosphere. Our atmosphere also serves as 
a buffer against all but the largest incom- 
ing space rocks, ensuring that catastrophic 
asteroid strikes are extremely rare events. 
Indeed, astronomers now ascribe the sur- 
vival of life on Earth to the structure of the 
entire solar system; gas giants Jupiter and 
Saturn are credited with “sweeping up” 
large quantities of space rock that would 
otherwise pummel Earth into a more or 
less permanent state of planetary upheaval. 
The huge quantity of water necessary 
to sustain our life-preserving atmosphere 
also gives us the oceans, lakes, and riv- 
ers teeming with life upon which our en- 
tire ecology depends. (No other body in 
the solar system has enough water or the 
right climate for even a small lake to form. 
Only Saturn’s moon Titan has liquid bod- 
ies on its surface, but they are made of 
supercooled methane and ethane.) 
Because of its legacy of water and 
warmth, every inch of the Earth’s surface 


is accessible to life. From the equatorial 
forests, which boast thousands of species 
in a single tree, to the comparatively bar- 
ren reaches of the Arctic, to the lightless, 
crushing depths of the deepest oceanic 
trenches, there is no place on Earth that 
life has not managed to colonize to some 
degree. And there is no place, not even 
in the driest deserts, highest mountains, 
or iciest polar regions, where man has 
not learned to survive — this in contrast 
to even the nearest celestial bodies, the 
moon, Venus, and Mars, which man has 
yet to figure out how to colonize. 


For the most part, however, man has not 
merely survived, but prospered. Taking ad- 


World of blessings: Despite the discovery of 
thousands of planets besides our own, none 
found so far is anything like our Earth. Because 
of its size, composition, and distance from the 
sun, the Earth is ideally suited to host life as 
we know it — evidence of a wise and loving 
Creator who gave us the gift of life and a world 
whereon we could flourish. 
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vantage of the world’s great river systems 
and fertile alluvial soil, he first learned 
to multiply his productivity and improve 
his standard of living via agriculture. He 
cultivated crops that seemed designed to 
yield to his ingenuity, while domesticating 
animals marvelously suited to provide him 
with food and additional products (such as 
leather) that moved him ever farther from 
subsistence-level survival that character- 
izes man in his savage state. 


Once secure in a sedentary agrarian 
condition, man discovered uses for the 
abundant and varied minerals locked in 
the Earth’s soil and rocks. With metal he 
first fashioned tools, utensils, and crude 
weapons, and later the machines of our 
industrial age. From petroleum, he even- 
tually learned to refine fuels for heating 
and propulsion, and to create the plastics 
without which modern computers, toys, 
household appliances, automobiles, air- 

craft, and just about every other 
21st century technological con- 
trivance would be impossible. 
All of these things, and many 
others, have been derived from 
raw materials found in abun- 
dance in our world, and which 
were given to us by Providence. 

But none of these things 
would be of any efficacy were 
it not for man himself, and who 
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Fruits of labor: In contrast to barren, lifeless worlds elsewhere in the solar system and 

beyond, our Earth abounds with life, including the enormous variety of plants that yield fruit for 
consumption by man and animals. Man alone, however, has learned to improve upon the natural 
yield of the Earth by developing agriculture that has always been the basis for civilization. 
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he is in essence. After all, there are other 
reasonably intelligent life forms on this 
planet — the great apes and whales, for ex- 
ample — but none of them possesses the 
ability to build even the crudest metal tool 
or grow the most basic crop, despite being 
surrounded by the same natural resources 
that we are. However great those other cre- 
ated life forms may be, they do not have, 
except in the most rudimentary possible 
form, man’s greatest distinguishing char- 
acteristic: his ability to reason. For men, in 
contrast to animals, the gift of life consists 
of more than mere nourishment and repro- 
duction. Because of his capacity for reason, 
man has the ability to ask questions and to 
solve problems, to plan, to consciously 
modify his environment, and to organize 
into communities, governments, corpora- 
tions, and churches. These capacities are 
all part of God’s gift to us, directly, through 
the mediation of no worldly organization, 
including government. “The Creator of 
life,” wrote French political philosopher 
and statesman Frederic Bastiat, 


has entrusted us with the responsi- 
bility of preserving, developing, and 
perfecting it. In order that we may 
accomplish this, He has provided us 
with a collection of marvelous facul- 
ties. And He has put us in the midst 
of a variety of natural resources. By 
the application of our faculties to these 
natural resources we convert them into 
products, and use them. This process 
is necessary in order that life may run 
its appointed course. Life, faculties, 
production — in other words, individ- 
uality, liberty, property — this is man. 
And in spite of the cunning of artful 
political leaders, these three gifts from 
God precede all human legislation, 
and are superior to it. 


Alongside the precious gift of life ac- 
knowledged by Bastiat, and inseparable 
from it, is the gift of families, the most 
fundamental human organization in every 
society that has ever existed. Though we 
acknowledge our Heavenly Father as the 
source of the entire human family, we 
also come into this world as members of 
mortal families, nurtured by parents and 
beloved by kin. Although many families 
are far from ideal because of choices made 
by frail and fallible people, our family as- 
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Pure love: Charity — the type of love that God has for His children — is also one of man’s 
greatest attributes. While many animals manifest love born of biological bonds or attachment 
to human providers, man alone has the capacity to show love to complete strangers — as with 
these workers in a soup kitchen — and even to love those who do not show love in return, as 
Jesus taught us to do. 


sociations are almost always the longest- 
lasting and the only ones that span our 
entire lives. They, more than any other as- 
sociations we may enjoy in this life, teach 
us — if we let them — about the eternal 
power of unconditional love. 

The endowments flowing from our God- 
given capacity to reason include the gift of 
language, which allows us to manipulate 
complicated ideas in a way no other liv- 
ing thing can approach. No whale song or 
gestural system used by trained primates 
is a system of communication compa- 
rable to even the rudest human speech. 
Animal communication does not consist 
in the organization of arbitrary sounds 
into discrete, conventionalized words and 
morphemes that can in turn be combined 
to create complex, propositional meaning; 
only human language can do this. Animal 
communication cannot convey ideas about 
things that are abstract or remote in time 
and space from the utterer. And non-hu- 
man modes of communication cannot be 
molded into literature and lyrics, science 
and philosophy. This is because humans 
alone, of all sentient creations, possess the 
cognitive ability to create and manipulate 
symbols, of which words and sentences 
are cardinal examples. 

Man’s ability to use symbols is not 
confined to language, however, although 
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human speech is probably symbolism at 
its subtlest. In mathematics he has created 
an extraordinarily intricate system for 
representing self-referential truth. Many 
of his greatest mathematical symbols — 
the Pythagorean theorem, the Taylor se- 
ries, the Euler-Lagrange equation, and the 
constant e, to name but a very few — have 
turned out to have deep and far-ranging 
applications to our universe. They have, 
in other words, turned out to be symbols 
that represent the way reality in fact be- 
haves. “A symbol is an embryonic reality,” 
observed American philosopher Charles 
Sanders Peirce, “endowed with power of 
growth into the very truth.... There is no 
reality that has not the life of a symbol.” 
Beyond reason, however, lies the mys- 
terious realm of faith, which man alone of 
all created things is fit to exercise. It is this 
gift that allows us to see beyond that which 
is before our mortal eyes, to contemplate 
realms beyond the reach of apodictic logic, 
to appreciate the infinite and the divine al- 
though they are sometimes obscured by the 
bounds of mortality and tangibility. 


Faith and What Follows 

Man’s faith and faculty for reasoning with 
symbols are not the only gifts earning him 
the qualified praise of being “a little lower 
than the angels.” A still greater endow- 


ment is his limitless capacity for charity, 
the greatest of all of God’s gifts. A virtue 
incomprehensible to the pre-Christian pa- 
gans, charity, like many Christian virtues, 
does not appear, to mere logic, to be rea- 
sonable. Charity cannot be accessed nor 
enlarged upon by reason alone; its exact- 
ing paradox, involving, as it does, in G. K. 
Chesterton’s words, “the power of defend- 
ing that which we know to be indefensi- 
ble,” must be embraced as a moral prime, 
or not at all. When Jesus of Nazareth first 
taught his skeptical contemporaries of 
the need to love friend and enemy alike 
and to refrain from judging others — the 
two distinctive traits of Christian charity 
— he was met with incomprehension. Yet 
the Christian God is a God of charity, who 
is motivated by love for His children in- 
stead of (as the pagan world believed and 
still believes) by a venal urge to exercise 
power at whim. 

Yet another of God’s most precious 
gifts to his children is the gift of free will, 
that mysterious agency that no material- 
istic account of man can fully explain. As 
essayist (and open-minded skeptic) Fred 
Reed whimsically put it: 


Everything that happens in the brain, 
we are told, follows the laws of 
chemistry and physics. 

And this certainly seems to be the 
case. For example, neurotransmitters 
diffuse across the synaptic gap: pure 
chemistry and physics. They bind 
to receptors on the other side: pure 
chemistry and physics. Enzymes 
like acetylcholinesterase clear the 
residue from the gap: pure chemistry 
and physics. The resulting nervous 
impulse sails down the distal fiber as 
it depolarizes, sodium in, potassium 
out: pure chemistry and physics. It is 
as mechanical as a 1901 typewriter. 

Which means that the brain can- 
not, and thus we cannot, make choic- 
es. Physical systems cannot choose 
what to do. A bowling ball dropped 
from the top of the Washington 
Monument cannot decide to fall up, 
or sideways, instead of down, nor 
choose how fast to fall, nor how far. 
Similarly, the end point of chemical 
reactions is determined by starting 
conditions. A molecule of a neu- 
rotransmitter binds ineluctably to a 
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greatest of all of God’s gifts — His own Son, through whose sublime atonement fallen man can 
be cleansed of his sins and inherit eternal life. 


receptor because of stereochemistry 
and charge. It cannot not bind. 

It follows then that we cannot 
choose one action over another. Our 
thoughts are predetermined by the 
physicochemical states of our brains. 
We think what we think because it is 
physically impossible to think any- 
thing else. Thus we cannot think at 
all. QED. 

Unless Something Else is going 
on. I don’t know what. 


No honest man, skeptic or believer, can 
dogmatically maintain that human beings 
and their behavior are completely deter- 
ministic, mere meat machines held hostage 
by laws of a materialistic universe. There 
is, as the youthful Elihu once informed Job, 
a spirit in man. It is this spirit, and not the 
biochemical organism, that is the seat of 
man’s free agency — an agency so absolute 
that man has been permitted to withhold his 
heart from God if he so chooses. 

Because of his free will, man instinc- 
tively hankers after liberty. Under condi- 
tions of political liberty, man is maximally 
empowered to make choices that will re- 
dound to his benefit. The whole benefits 
when mankind in the aggregate enjoys the 
liberty to develop their individual gifts and 
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talents as they see fit; this is the miracle of 
freedom that gave rise to modern civiliza- 
tion, especially in the United States and 
the nations of the British Commonwealth. 
Man’s capacity for reason allows him to 
devise constitutions and laws, to frame 
governments, and to seek to improve upon 
systems already in use. 


Christian doctrine instructs us that the em- 
bodiment of God’s love for His children 
— the Word made flesh — was his own 
Son, who carried out the sublime atone- 
ment as the supreme sacrifice for His chil- 
dren. We suppose that no other could have 
given that supreme Gift to fallen man, that 
passion that caused the very God of the 
universe to perspire blood, and to suffer 
on the cruel cross such exquisite agony 
that he was constrained to enquire why 
God had forsaken him. His task — to suf- 
fer on behalf of the 
sins of mankind and 
to provide salvation 
for those who turned 
their hearts to Him 
— was surely the ful- 
crum of human histo- 
ry, the gift to end all 
gifts, as it were. And 


only by becoming a Man could God give 
it. As C. S. Lewis explained: 


We now need God’s help in order to 
do something which God, in His own 
nature, never does at all — to surren- 
der, to suffer, to submit, to die. Noth- 
ing in God’s nature corresponds to this 
process at all. So that the one road for 
which we now need God’s leadership 
most of all is a road God, in His own 
nature, has never walked. God can 
share only what He has: this thing, in 
His own nature, He has not. 

But supposing God became a man 
— suppose our human nature which 
can suffer and die was amalgamated 
with God’s nature in one person — 
then that person could help us. He 
could surrender His will, and suffer 
and die, because He was man; and 
He could do it perfectly because He 
was God. You and I can go through 
this process only if God does it in us; 
but God can do it only if He becomes 
man. Our attempts at this dying will 
succeed only if we men share in God’s 
dying, just as our thinking can suc- 
ceed only because it is a drop out of 
the ocean of His intelligence: but we 
cannot share God’s dying unless God 
dies; and he cannot die except by being 
a man. That is the sense in which He 
pays our debt, and suffers for us what 
He Himself need not suffer at all. 


Mere mortals, of course, are limited in the 
gifts that we have the power to confer on 
friends and family. The material gifts as- 
sociated with Christmas, birthdays, and 
other holidays beyond the Christian tradi- 
tion, while important, pale into insignifi- 
cance beside the gifts that God has given 
to us — our lives, our faculties, our free 
will, our capacity for love and faith, and 
the possibility of salvation for every man, 
woman, and child — salvation that will 
open the door to eternal life. 


ECONOMY 
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Still Going Wrong 


FEDERAL RESERVE 


at 100 


Federal Reserve Chairman 
Ben Bernanke explained to 
the House Committee on 
Financial Services at this 
July 17, 2013 hearing how 
the “Fed” creates reserves. 


Asked if that is “printing 
money, ”.the chairman 
replied; “Not literally.” 


At 100 years old, the Federal Reserve is still fulfilling its intended mission to control the 
nation’s money supply — empowering big banks at the expense of average Americans. 


by Jack Kenny 


“Like gold, U.S. dollars have value only 
to the extent that they are strictly lim- 
ited in supply. But the U.S. government 
has a technology, called a printing press 
(or, today, its electronic equivalent), that 
allows it to produce as many U.S. dol- 
lars as it wishes at essentially no cost. 
By increasing the number of U.S. dollars 
in circulation, or even by credibly threat- 
ening to do so, the U.S. government can 
also reduce the value of a dollar in terms 
of goods and services, which is equiva- 
lent to raising the prices in dollars of 
those goods and services. We conclude 
that, under a paper-money system, a de- 
termined government can always gener- 
ate higher spending and hence positive 
inflation.” 


he statement above was made 
by Ben Bernanke, then one of 
the seven governors of the Fed- 


eral Reserve Board, in a speech to the Na- 
tional Economists Club on November 21, 
2002. Bernanke, who will retire in 2014 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


after seven years as chairman of the Fed, 
has been following a policy of “quantita- 
tive easing,” keeping interest rates low and 
expanding the money supply with monthly 
purchases of $85 billion in bonds, includ- 
ing $45 billion in mortgage-backed securi- 
ties. That raises again the question that has 
perplexed both the public and members of 
Congress for decades: Where does the 
Federal Reserve get the money to make 
these purchases? Consider the following 
exchange between Chairman Bernanke 
and Rep. Keith Rothfus (R-Pa.) at a July 
17, 2013 hearing of the House Committee 
on Financial Services. 


Rep. Rothfus: Simple question that 
I have is when I have someone in 


we create a deposit in their bank, and 
it shows up as reserves. So if you 
look up our balance sheet, our bal- 
ance sheet balances. We have Trea- 
sury securities on the asset side. On 
the liability side we have either cash 
or reserves at banks, and on the mar- 
gin that’s what has been building up 
as excess reserves at banks. 

Rep. Rothfus: You create the re- 
serves? 

Chairman Bernanke: Yes 

Rep. Rothfus: Is that printing 
money? 

Chairman Bernanke: Not liter- 
ally. 


my district that is going out to buy a 
Treasury bill, an individual is look- 
ing to make an investment, they go 
to their bank, they go to their broker, 
they have $1,000 or $5,000, and they 
get a bill. Where does the Fed get its 
money to buy its Treasury bills? 
Chairman Bernanke: When we 
buy securities from a private citizen, 


“Not literally” because our paper dollars 
are literally printed at the Treasury De- 
partment, not the Federal Reserve. What 
the Fed has is, as Bernanke noted in that 
2002 speech, not the printing press, but 
“its electronic equivalent.” The Fed cre- 
ates the “money” it uses to buy Treasury 
notes and other securities and transfers the 
IOUs as “assets” to its 12 regional banks 
with a few strokes of computer keys. 
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What Is Money? 

Still, itis a difficult concept to grasp. Each 
dollar bill we may be fortunate enough to 
have left in our wallets at any given time 
is still labeled a “Federal Reserve Note” 
and “Legal Tender for All Debts, Public 
and Private.” The word “reserve” sug- 
gests there is something of value stored 
behind the note, a function once served 
by metals of intrinsic worth, chiefly gold 
or silver. To create as many dollars as 
one might wish “at essentially no cost” 
sounds a lot like counterfeiting, but with- 
out the counterfeiter’s need of paper and 
ink. The Fed, in its omnipotence, creates 
what is commonly called “fiat money” 
out of nothing, and our “legal tender” 
laws require us to accept it at face value. 
It is a power that has long mystified 
even those regarded as authorities in the 
field of banking and finance. An article 
in the New York Times of July 20, 1975 
appeared under the headline, “Money 
Supply: a Growing Muddle.” The Wall 
Street Journal on September 24, 1971 an- 
nounced: “A pro-International Monetary 
Fund Seminar of eminent economists 
couldn’t agree on what money is or how 
banks create it.” 

“The main function of the Federal Re- 
serve is to regulate the supply of money,” 
G. Edward Griffin wrote in his history of 
the Fed, entitled The Creature From Je- 
kyll Island. “Yet if no one is able to de- 
fine what money is, how can we have an 
opinion on how the System is performing? 
The answer, of course is that we cannot, 
and that is exactly the way the [banking] 
cartel wants it.” 
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Hamilton and Jefferson were the 
principal antagonists in President 
Washington’s Cabinet over whether 
the federal government should have a 
national bank. Jefferson later called a 
central bank “a greater menace to the 
people than a standing army.” 


“Not Worth a Continental” 

When the delegates arrived in Philadel- 
phia in 1787 to amend the Articles of Con- 
federation, they had plenty of experience 
with paper money. Individual colonies had 
begun printing their own paper currencies 
as early as the 1690s, sending prices soar- 
ing for decades. A popular attitude toward 
fiat money among the colonists was re- 
markably similar to that which apparently 
prevails in government and financial cir- 
cles today. William M. Gouge, in an 1833 
study entitled A Short History of Paper 
Money and Banking in the United States, 
quoted one colonial legislator as follows: 


Do you think, gentlemen, that I will 
consent to load my constituents with 
taxes, when we can send to our print- 
er and get a wagon load of money, 
one quire [ 1/20' of a ream] of which 
will pay for the whole? 


The paper money created by the Continen- 
tal Congress during the colonists’ war for 
independence quickly depreciated, as one 
issue of the new currency dollars followed 
another. In 1775, the Continental dollar 
could be traded for one dollar in gold. By 
1778, it was exchanged for 25 cents. One 
year later it was worth less than a penny 
and finally went out of circulation. The de- 
mise of the new currency gave rise to the 
saying “Not worth a Continental” 


“Bar the Door Against Paper Money” 

The colonists were still fighting for inde- 
pendence when Robert Morris, a wealthy 
Philadelphia merchant and a member of 


the Continental Congress, founded the 
first central bank in the colonies in 1781. 
Morris patterned his Bank of North Amer- 
ica after the Bank of England, including 
the practice of fractional reserve banking, 
holding in reserve only a fraction of the 
amount of money lent. The bank, in other 
words, would “lend” money it did not 
have. By the end of the war, merchants had 
lost confidence in the inflated bank notes, 
and the bank’s charter was not renewed. 
Sentiment at the Constitutional Con- 
vention ran firmly against paper curren- 
cies. “This is a favorable moment to shut 
and bar the door against paper money,” 
said Oliver Ellsworth, a delegate from 
Connecticut, who would become the 
third chief justice of the Supreme Court. 
George Mason of Virginia expressed his 
“mortal hatred of paper money,” which, 
he declared, is “founded upon fraud and 
knavery.” James Wilson of Pennsylvania 
said banning paper money would have “a 
most salutary influence on the credit of 
the United Sates,” while John Langdon of 
New Hampshire declared he would rather 
see the proposed Constitution defeated 
than to grant government the power to 
issue paper money. George Reed of Dela- 
ware regarded such a power “as alarming 
as the mark of the beast in Revelation.” 
The Constitution, in Article I, Section 8, 
gives Congress the power “To coin money 
and regulate the value thereof,” and stip- 
ulates that no state shall be permitted to 
“emit bills of credit.” While it does not 
specifically prohibit the federal govern- 
ment from doing the same, that appears to 
have been the intent of the Convention, in 
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keeping with the principle, later ratified in 
the 10th Amendment, that the federal gov- 
ernment has no power not delegated to it 
by the Constitution. A provision authoriz- 
ing the granting of bills of credit appeared 
in an early draft of the Constitution, but 
the delegates voted to remove it by a mar- 
gin of more than four to one. 


“Juggling Tricks and Banking Dreams” 
The question of a central bank for the new 
republic was the subject of a fierce battle 
between the two most prominent members 
of President Washington’s Cabinet — Sec- 
retary of the Treasury Alexander Hamilton 
and Secretary of State Thomas Jefferson. 
Hamilton, a former aide to Robert Mor- 
ris, wished to “unite the interest and credit 
of rich individuals with that of the state.” 
Jefferson saw danger in the consolidation 
of that much wealth and power. In a state- 
ment as interesting for its view on armies 
as on banks, Jefferson wrote: “A private 
central bank issuing the public currency 
is a greater menace to the people than a 
standing army.” 

Hamilton’s view prevailed, and in 1791, 
Congress granted a 20-year charter to the 
Bank of the United States. Like the Bank 
of North America, it was modeled closely 
after the Bank of England. The federal 
government “invested” $2 million in it, 
which the bank lent back to the govern- 
ment at interest. Over the next five years 
the bank lent to the government an addi- 
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Panic drives policy: The bank Panic of 1907 was “the result of an inflation stimulated by 


tional $6.2 million it created 
for that purpose. As the fiat 
money circulated through the 
economy, wholesale prices 
rose by 72 percent during 
that same five-year period. 
The bank remained a polar- 
izing issue for several years, 
and when the charter came 
up for renewal, it lost by one 
vote in the House and by the tie-breaking 
vote cast by Vice President George Clin- 
ton in the Senate. The Bank of the United 
States closed its doors for good on January 
24, 1811. 

War is always a spur to inflation, how- 
ever, and during the War of 1812, the fed- 
eral government persuaded state banks to 
purchase war bonds and convert the IOU’s 
into bank notes the government then bor- 
rowed and spent on the war. The result was 
a tripling of the money supply and a rapid 
depreciation of the dollar. “By 1814,” 
wrote Griffin, “when the depositors began 
to awake to the scam and demand their 
gold instead of paper, the banks closed 
their doors and had to hire extra guards to 
protect officials and employees from the 
angry crowds.” Jefferson, now in retire- 
ment at Monticello, noted sadly that many 
of his countrymen “still expect to find in 
juggling tricks and banking dreams, that 
money can be made out of nothing and in 
sufficient quantity to meet the expense of 
heavy war.” 


~~ 


Secretary of the Treasury Leslie Shaw in the previous two years,” wrote free market economist 


Murray Rothbard. 
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The paper money created by the 
Continental Congress during the 


colonists’ war for independence quickly 
depreciated, as one issue of the new 
currency dollars followed another. 


“T Will Kill It.” 

Anxious to clean up the fiscal and mon- 
etary mess left by the war, Congress in 
1816 issued a 20-year charter to yet an- 
other central bank, the Second Bank of 
America. In so doing, the lawmakers re- 
quired $1.5 million for the government 
“in consideration of the exclusive privi- 
leges and benefits conferred by this Act.” 
Though the charter required the bank to 
raise $7 million in hard currency, it still 
had not raised more than $2.5 million in 
precious metal or “specie” money by its 
second year of operation. It issued enough 
paper money, however, to support the 
demand of a rapidly growing number of 
state banks that joined the central bank in 
financing speculators in the postwar land 
boom in the western territories. When a 
growing number of the loans went bad, 
the Bank of the United States began to 
tighten its requirement for new loans and 
foreclose on the old. As the largest credi- 
tor to the state banks, the central bank 
was able to demand payment from them, 
forcing many of them into bankruptcy. 
The easy money, followed by the tight- 
ening of credit and the shrinking money 
supply, created the nation’s first cycle of 
“boom and bust” as the nation sunk into 
depression. Historian William Gouge 
observed: “The Bank was saved, and the 
people were ruined.” 

With the election of Andrew Jackson 
in 1828, the country found in the White 
House a staunch opponent of a central 
bank, and “Old Hickory” was not bash- 
ful about making it a political issue. 
When Congress voted to renew the 
charter in July 1832, Jackson reportedly 
told his future vice president and heir- 
apparent Martin Van Buren: “The Bank, 
Mr. Van Buren, is trying to kill me, but 
I will kill it.” 

Jackson vetoed the bill and made op- 
position to the bank the theme of that 
year’s reelection campaign. The choice, 
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Sen. Aldrich boasted: “Before the 
passage of this [Federal Reserve] 


Act, the New York brokers could only 


dominate the reserves of New York. 
Now we are able to dominate the bank 
reserves of the entire country.” 


he declared at every gathering, was “bank 
and no Jackson or no bank and Jackson.” 
Voters chose Jackson, giving him 55 per- 
cent of the popular vote and 80 percent 
of the electoral votes over Henry Clay, 
an ardent supporter of the national bank. 


Creating “Booms and Busts ” 

The Civil War brought new demands for 
more dollars as both the Union and the 
Confederacy were unable to meet mili- 
tary needs with tax revenues. Congress, 
exceeding its authority to “coin money” 
and regulate its value, began printing 
money instead. The “greenback” dol- 
lars lost 65 percent of their purchas- 
ing power during the four years of war. 
Prices more than doubled during the 
four years of war, while wages rose by 
less than half. Midway through the war, 
on February 25, 1863, Congress passed 


Hundred dollar bills come off the printing press in support of the Federal Reserve policy of 


the National Banking Act, 
establishing a new system of 
nationally chartered banks. 
While their bank notes were 
the “legal tender” for pay- 
ment of federal taxes and du- 
ties, private citizens retained 
the right to demand payment 
in either precious metal coins 
or greenbacks. It wasn’t until 
the passage of the Federal Re- 
serve Act 50 years later that 
acceptance of payment in a single paper 
currency would be required in all transac- 
tions, public or private. 

The boom-and-bust cycles between the 
Civil War and the Federal Reserve Act, 
Griffin noted, were four in number and 
resulted in the banking panics of 1873, 
1884, 1893, and 1907. “Each of them was 
characterized by inadequate reserves and 
the suspension of specie payment,” Griffin 
wrote, as the federal government relieved 
major banks of contractual obligations to 
redeem bank notes in metal (gold or sil- 
ver) coin. That encouraged the banks to 
print more paper money, resulting in infla- 
tion and a later contraction of credit. “The 
Panic of 1907,” wrote Murray Rothbard in 
The Case Against the Fed, was “the result 
of an inflation stimulated by Secretary of 
the Treasury Leslie Shaw in the previous 
two years.” 


PL 


“quantitative easing” to provide the “positive inflation” favored by the board. 
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A “Central Dominating Power” 

The panic, nonetheless, gave impetus to 
a growing demand by the nation’s major 
bankers for a central bank to control the 
money supply and act as a “lender of last 
resort.” A bill sponsored by influential 
Senator Nelson Aldrich of Rhode Island 
was enacted, creating a National Monetary 
Commission to study the matter and make 
recommendations for currency reform. Al- 
drich, the father-in-law of John D. Rock- 
efeller, Jr. and grandfather of future New 
York Governor and Vice President of the 
United States Nelson Rockefeller, chaired 
the commission, which was loaded with 
central bank advocates. After two years 
of studying central banking in Europe, 
Aldrich met in secret with representatives 
of J.P. Morgan, John D. Rockefeller, and 
other powerful banking interests at Mor- 
gan’s private retreat on Jekyll Island off 
the coast of Georgia. Those present in- 
cluded Frank Vanderlip, president of the 
National City Bank of New York, and 
Paul Warburg of the international invest- 
ment house of Kuhn, Loeb and Company. 
Long after the event, Vanderlip described 
the secrecy surrounding the trip, recalling 
that he felt “as furtive as any conspirator.” 
In a 1933 article for the Saturday Evening 
Post, Vanderlip wrote: 


We were told to leave our last names 
behind us. We were told, further, to 
avoid dining together on the night of 
our departure. We were instructed 
to come one at a time and as unob- 
trusively as possible to the railroad 
terminal on the New Jersey littoral 
of the Hudson, where Senator Al- 
drich’s car would be in readiness, 
attached to the rear end of a train for 
the South. 


The challenge they faced was clear to 
the men at Jekyll Island and the pow- 
erful Northeast banking interests they 
represented. The number of banks in the 
United States, Griffin noted, had doubled 
in the previous decade, most of them in 
the South and West. The older, more 
established banks were losing market 
share. To make matters worse, 70 percent 
of American corporate growth between 
1900 and 1910 had been financed by the 
corporations themselves, making indus- 
try less dependent on banks. The federal 
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The palatial Federal Reserve building in Washington, D.C., is where the money masters exert 
control over the economic life of a nation and much of the world. 


government had increased its stockpile 
of gold, was redeeming greenbacks is- 
sued during the Civil War, and reduc- 
ing the national debt. To those who had 
made their fortunes by interest collected 
on debt created by “fiat” money, those 
trends were ominous. 

The gentlemen at Jekyll Island sought 
a new banking system to create a more 
“elastic” supply of money and pool all 
banking reserves under one central author- 
ity that would control interest rates and 
deposit-to-loan ratios. It would also serve 
as the “lender of last resort” to bail out the 
big banks when their speculative loans 
turned bad and threatened to put them out 
of business. Their profits, in other words, 
would remain private, while their losses 
would be socialized. 

The new system would function as 
a central bank, though it would not be 
called that. It was dubbed the Federal Re- 
serve System and was sold to the public 
as protecting depositors and the nation as 
a whole from the ruinous effects of bank 
runs and bank failures. In fact it created a 
cartel — or as Aldrich put it, ““a coopera- 
tive union of all the banks of the country” 
— to protect the banking establishment 
from the unwelcome effects of competi- 
tion. “Indeed,” said A. Barton Hepburn 
of Rockefeller’s Chase National Bank, 
“if it works out as the sponsors of the law 
hope, it will make all incorporated banks 
together joint owners of a central dominat- 
ing power.” 
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The Federal Reserve Act was Congress’ 
Christmas present to the banking industry, 
passed on December 23, 1913. A year 
later, Sen. Aldrich boasted: “Before the 
passage of this Act, the New York brokers 
could only dominate the reserves of New 
York. Now we are able to dominate the 
bank reserves of the entire country.” 

While the Progressives of that era fre- 
quently railed against “the money inter- 
ests,” many, including Progressive hero 
Teddy Roosevelt, supported the adoption 
of the Federal Reserve System that in- 
creased the power the banking giants had 
over the economic life of the nation. The 
“elastic” money supply would also prove 
essential in funding the growing bureau- 
cratic and regulatory role of the federal 
government through the recent creation 
of new agencies, including the Federal 
Trade Commission, the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, the Food and Drug 
Administration, and others. Passage of 
the Federal Reserve Act virtually guar- 
anteed the future growth of the Federal 
government. As Ron Paul observed in his 
2009 book, End the Fed: “The beast that 
promised all things to all people, made 
the wishes of all politicians come true, 
made life easy for the money creators 
and promised funding for every uncon- 
strained vision was already created.” 


The New “Stability” 
That creation also coincided with the 
adoption earlier that year of a constitu- 


tional amendment permitting the Con- 
gress to impose a direct tax on earned 
income. That effort was led by — you 
guessed it — Senator Nelson Aldrich. 
Revenue from the income tax would 
only partially offset the enormous debt 
the United States ran up by its entry into 
World War I in 1917, while the Fed’s ex- 
pansion of the money supply made possi- 
ble the vast amount of lending by Ameri- 
can financiers to Britain and France from 
the outset of the war in 1914. In addition 
to underwriting the war bonds for the Al- 
lies, the House of Morgan was the sole 
purchasing agent in the United States of 
war materials for Britain and France. The 
U.S. dollar lost half its purchasing power 
between 1915 and 1920, as the money 
supply nearly doubled from $20.6 billion 
to $39.8 billion. 

During the “Roaring Twenties,” the Fed 
alternately expanded and contracted the 
money supply, keeping the economy on 
an overall inflationary roller coaster ride 
that ended with the stock market crash of 
October 1929. From 1921 to June of 1929 
the quantity of dollars increased at a sig- 
nificantly faster rate than the increase in 
production of goods and services. About 
70 percent of the increase in bank loans 
from 1920 to 1928 was in speculative in- 
vestments, Griffin pointed out. “And that 
money was created by the banks.” 

The enduring myth of the Federal Re- 
serve System is that it has brought stability 
to the national economy, putting an end to 
what Nobel Laureate Paul Samuelson de- 
scribed in his widely used textbook Eco- 
nomics as “the anarchy of unstable private 
banking.” Another Nobel Prize-winning 
economist, Milton Friedman, presented a 
markedly less sanguine view of the Fed’s 
record for stability in a volume entitled 
Money Mischief: 


The Federal Reserve System, autho- 
rized by Congress in 1913, and begin- 
ning operation in 1914, presided over 
the more than doubling of prices dur- 
ing and after World War I. Its over- 
reaction produced the subsequent 
sharp depression of 1920-21. After a 
brief interval of relative stability in the 
1920’s its actions significantly intensi- 
fied and lengthened the great contrac- 
tion of 1929-33. More recently, the 
Fed was responsible for the accelerat- 
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ECONOMY 


While the Progressives of that era 


frequently railed against “the money 
interests,” many, including Progressive 
hero Teddy Roosevelt, supported the 
adoption of the Federal Reserve System 
that increased the power the banking giants 
had over the economic life of the nation. 


ing inflation of the 1970’s — to cite 
just a few examples of how its powers 
have in fact been used. 


A few, indeed. Since Friedman wrote that 
in 1983, we have also witnessed the Black 
Monday stock market crash in 1987, the 
collapse of the savings and loan banks 
during the 1980s, the inflation and burst- 
ing of the dot.com bubble in the following 
decade, the inflation and collapse of the 
housing market, and the meltdown of the 
major finance companies in 2007-2008. 
In fact, the National Bureau of Economic 
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Research has recorded 18 
recessions in the hundred 
years that the Fed has been 
in business, averaging 
more than one recession 
every six years. Mean- 
while, the dollar has lost 
95 percent of its purchasing 
power, meaning that what 
cost $1 in 1913 costs $20 
today. “Stability” has had 
quite a ride. 


The Global Bailout 

With the creation of the International Mon- 
etary Fund and the World Bank at the Unit- 
ed Nations International Monetary Confer- 
ence in Bretton Woods, New Hampshire, 
in 1944, the Federal Reserve went global 
in its operations, underwriting loans for 
Third World nations as well as the United 
States. While Congress in the fall of 2008 
passed the Troubled Asset Relief Program, 
authorizing the purchase of $700 billion in 
assets from failing financial institutions, a 
Government Accounting Office audit of the 
Fed’s TARP purchases showed $16.2 tril- 
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lion — roughly the equivalent of the U.S. 
annual Gross Domestic Product — spent 
in bailing out banks in the United States, 
the United Kingdom, Germany, and Swit- 
zerland. The Federal Reserve has, in effect, 
become the Central Bank of the World. 

As the Federal Reserve continues to pyr- 
amid mountains of debt on top of one an- 
other, all based on the “full faith and credit” 
of the United States, a growing number of 
Americans are anxiously wondering how 
much longer it will be before the whole 
house of cards collapses, leaving our na- 
tion enslaved by debt and reduced to the 
status of a Third World nation. Ron Paul’s 
decades-long campaign against the Federal 
Reserve has raised awareness of the dan- 
gers it presents and inspired frequent cries 
of “End the Fed!” at rallies during his two 
presidential campaigns. Taking that slogan 
as the title for his book on the subject, Paul 
put the choice before the American people 
in stark, uncompromising terms: “Freedom 
and central banking are incompatible,” he 
wrote. “It is freedom we seek, and when 
that precious goal is achieved, the chant 
‘End the Fed’ will become a reality.” Hi 
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Republican stalwarts claim to want smaller government, including less involvement in 
healthcare, but their occasional constitutional rhetoric seldom is followed by proper action. 


by Laurence M. Vance 


he Republican-controlled U.S. 
House of Representatives has 
voted to repeal ObamaCare again 
and again since the Republicans regained 
control of the House in the 2010 mid-term 
elections. Indeed, the New York Times has 
estimated that the House has spent 15 per- 
cent of all of its time on the floor focused 
on ObamaCare repeal efforts. Although 
the repeal of ObamaCare would certainly 
be a good thing, this political posturing by 
the Republicans is merely a symbolic ges- 
ture. It is also a great exercise in futility 
since the Democrats, who control the Sen- 
ate by a margin of 52-46 (plus two Inde- 
pendents who caucus with the Democrats), 
would never in a million years repudiate 
what will turn out to be the cornerstone of 
President Obama’s legacy. And of course, 
Obama would never sign a bill repealing 
the eponymous healthcare law. 
Democrats, liberals, and progressives, 
since at least the days of Harry Truman, 
have generally pushed for a single-payer 
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universal health system. Since that has 
never been politically feasible, they have 
been willing to accept almost any devia- 
tion from a free market in medical care 
and health insurance that moves the 
country closer to full-fledged socialized 
medicine. These digressions range from 
massive programs like Medicare, Medic- 
aid, the State Children’s Health Insurance 
Program (SCHIP), and ObamaCare down 
to the less visible but insidious regulations 
and mandates. 

Some of these programs and regula- 
tions have been around for decades, but 
the Republican focus of late has just been 
on ObamaCare. But although Republicans 
say they believe in smaller government, 
less intrusive government, less govern- 
ment regulation, and the free market, their 
alternative to ObamaCare says otherwise. 


The Patient Protection and Affordable 
Care Act, otherwise known as the PPACA 
or ObamaCare (a term the president has 
embraced), was signed into law by Presi- 


Opponents of ObamaCare do not necessarily 
believe in a free market in medical care. 
They often accept Medicare and Medicaid 

as strongly as they reject ObamaCare. Yet, 
the Constitution nowhere authorizes any of 
these programs or agencies,w such as the 
National Institutes of Health, the FDA, or the 
Department of Health and Human Services. 


dent Obama on March 23, 2010, after the 
massive 2,407-page bill (H.R.3590) passed 
both the Democrat-controlled House and 
Senate without a single Republican vote. 
Although the first requirement of Obama- 
Care (a 10-percent tax on indoor tanning 
services) took effect in July of 2010, and 
most of its reforms take effect by January 
1, 2014, its final provisions don’t take ef- 
fect until 2020 — after President Obama 
is long gone. 

It was fitting that the first require- 
ment of ObamaCare was a new tax since 
ObamaCare is in a great measure a col- 
lection of tax increases masquerading as a 
healthcare law. The employee share of the 
Medicare tax (currently 1.45 percent) has 
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| of ObamaCare would 
be a good thing, this political 
y the Republicans is merely 


increased to 2.35 percent on that portion 
of income that is more than $200,000 for 
individuals, more than $125,000 for mar- 
ried taxpayers filing separately, and more 
than $250,000 for married taxpayers filing 
jointly. And then there is the new 3.8 per- 
cent Medicare tax on investment income 
that will apply to the lesser of one’s net 
investment income or the amount of ad- 
justed gross income in excess of the ap- 
plicable thresholds just mentioned. Medi- 
cal expenses can now only be deducted 
on tax returns if they exceed 10 percent of 
adjusted gross income, instead of 7.5 per- 
cent, thus effectively raising taxes. Then 
there are the new taxes on drug companies 
and medical device manufacturers. Yet to 
come is the excise tax on comprehensive 
health insurance plans and a new tax on 
health insurers. 

But in addition to its tax increases, 
ObamaCare includes many “reforms” 
to the healthcare and health insurance 
systems. These include the expansion of 
Medicare, changes to the Medicare pay- 
ment system, the creation of state health 
insurance exchanges, federal subsidies 
for the purchase of health insurance, the 
employer mandate that all employers with 
50 or more employees must offer health 
insurance or pay a penalty, the individual 
mandate that every American not covered 
by Medicaid, Medicare, or health insur- 
ance must purchase health insurance or 
pay a penalty, and the requirements that 
insurance companies must provide poli- 
cies with minimum standards, cover all 
applicants without regard to their pre-ex- 
isting medical conditions, eliminate annu- 
al and lifetime caps on benefits, eliminate 
co-payments and deductibles for selected 
health-insurance benefits, and allow chil- 
dren to remain on their parents’ insurance 
plan until their 26th birthday. 
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The Republican Alternative 
Republicans never reverse the 
bad policies of Democrats. 
This has been true since the 
Republican-controlled 83rd 
Congress of 1953-1955 under 
the Republican President 
Dwight Eisenhower. If ever 
FDR’s New Deal could have 
been repealed and the govern- 
ment restored to its pre-New 
Deal levels, that was the time. 
But such was not the case. In 
fact, Republicans since then have usually 
helped Democrats enact bad policies or 
else they have enacted additional bad pol- 
icies on their own. They routinely support 
legislative policies that are expensive, in- 
trusive, unconstitutional, and socialistic. 
Under the Comprehensive Health Insur- 
ance Plan (CHIP) presented to Congress by 
President Richard Nixon in 1974, “every 
employer would be required to offer all 
full-time employees the Comprehensive 
Health Insurance Plan.” The plan would be 


jointly financed, with employers pay- 
ing 65 percent of the premium for the 
first three years of the plan, and 75 per- 
cent thereafter. Employees would pay 
the balance of the premiums. Tempo- 
rary Federal subsidies would be used 
to ease the initial burden on employers 
who face significant cost increases. 


The plan also contained the provision that 
“there would be no exclusions of coverage 
based on the nature of the illness.” 

In 1986, President Ronald Reagan 
signed into law a bill that the Republican- 
controlled Senate helped the Democratic- 
controlled House pass: the Emergency 
Medical Treatment and Active Labor Act 
(EMTALA). This law requires any hospi- 
tal that participates in Medicare (virtually 
every hospital) to provide emergency care 
to anyone who needs it regardless of his 
lack of insurance, immigration status, or 
ability to pay. This is an unfunded mandate 
since it contains no reimbursement provi- 
sions. According to the Centers for Medi- 
care & Medicaid Services, 55 percent of 
the emergency care in the United States 
now goes uncompensated. 

In 1989, the Heritage Foundation, a 
conservative think tank, issued a mono- 
graph entitled “A National Health System 
for America” that reads like a conserva- 
tive version of ObamaCare. As related in 
a speech that same year (also published 
by Heritage) at a medical college by Stu- 
art Butler, the director of domestic policy 
studies at Heritage at the time, the objec- 
tives of the Heritage plan were: 


¢ All citizens should be guaranteed 
universal access to affordable health 
care. 

¢ The inflationary pressures in the 
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Republican opposition to ObamaCare is purely political. Their alternatives to ObamaCare have 
included individual and employer mandates, the expansion of Medicare, and massive government 
intervention in the healthcare and health insurance industries. 
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When President Obama signed legislation in 2009 reauthorizing the State Children’s Health 


Insurance Program (SCHIP), he was continuing a program created by the Republican-controlled 


Congress under President Clinton in 1997. 


health industry should be brought 
under control. 

¢ Direct and indirect government 
assistance should be concentrated on 
those who need it most. 

¢ A reformed system should en- 
courage greater innovation in the de- 
livery of health care. 


The Heritage plan contains ObamaCare’s 
individual mandate: “Every resident of 
the U.S. must, by law, be enrolled in an 
adequate health care plan to cover major 
health care costs.” As Butler explained in 
his speech: 


Many states now require passengers 
in automobiles to wear seatbelts for 
their own protection. Many others 
require anybody driving a car to 
have liability insurance. But neither 
the federal government nor any state 
requires all households to protect 
themselves from the potentially cata- 
strophic costs of a serious accident 
or illness. Under the Heritage plan, 
there would be such a requirement. 


The plan mimics ObamaCare’s government 
subsidies to purchase insurance: “The gov- 
ernment would aid those who, because of 
income or medical condition, find the cost 
of protection to be an unreasonable burden.” 
Again, as Butler explains in his speech: 
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To an extent, the problems of afford- 
ability among these families would 
be dealt with through the system of 
tax credit outlined above. The Heri- 
tage plan also sees these tax credits as 
refundable — that is, a check would 
be sent to the family if the total credit 
exceeded the tax liability. In this way, 
families would receive direct assis- 
tance through the tax code to enable 
them to fulfill the obligation to obtain 
insurance. 


The plan also contains ObamaCare’s pen- 
alty for failing to be insured: 


The requirement to obtain basic in- 
surance would have to be enforced. 
The easiest way to monitor compli- 
ance might be for households to fur- 
nish proof of insurance when they 
file their tax returns. If a family were 
to cancel its insurance, the insurer 
would be required to notify the gov- 
ernment. If the family did not enroll 
in another plan before the first insur- 
ance coverage lapsed and did not pro- 
vide evidence of financial problems, 
a fine might be imposed. 


And even worse than ObamaCare, the 
Heritage plan “would treat all health care 
benefits provided by employers as taxable 
income to the employee.” Butler now says 


he opposes an “individual mandate” after 
recently coming under fire for the sup- 
port that he and Heritage gave to the idea. 
Newt Gingrich, who also used to support 
some type of “individual mandate,” like- 
wise changed his mind when he felt the 
political winds blowing. 

In 1993, the Republican alternative 
to President Clinton’s health-reform bill 
made its first appearance: the Health 
Equity and Access Reform Today Act 
(HEART). It was sponsored by John 
Chafee (R-R.I.) and cosponsored by 19 
Republicans, including Bob Dole (R- 
Kan.), then the Senate Minority Leader. 
The legislation proposed health insur- 
ance vouchers for low-income individu- 
als as well as employer and individual 
mandates. 

The State Children’s Health Insur- 
ance Program (SCHIP), a partnership 
between federal and state governments 
that provides federally funded health in- 
surance to children in families with in- 
comes too high to qualify for Medicaid, 
was created by a Republican-controlled 
Congress in 1997. 

In 2003, with a Republican president 
in the White House and Republican con- 
trol of the House and Senate, Republicans 
introduced and passed their own health- 
care bill: the Medicare Prescription Drug, 
Improvement, and Modernization Act 
(H.R.1). It was the largest expansion of 
the welfare state since Medicare was in- 
stituted as part of Lyndon Johnson’s Great 
Society. Only nine Republicans in the 
Senate and 25 in the House joined the vast 
majority of Democrats in both Houses in 
voting against “Bushcare.” 

In the “Pledge to America” issued by 
conservative House Republicans on the 
eve of the 2010 mid-term election, the 
statement on healthcare could have been 
made by liberal House Democrats in de- 
fending ObamaCare: 


Health care should be accessible for 
all, regardless of pre-existing condi- 
tions or past illnesses. We will ex- 
pand state high-risk pools, reinsur- 
ance programs and reduce the cost of 
coverage. We will make it illegal for 
an insurance company to deny cover- 
age to someone with prior coverage 
on the basis of a pre-existing condi- 
tion, eliminate annual and lifetime 
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It was fitting that the first requirement of 
ObamaCare was a new tax since Obama- 


Care is in a great measure a collection 


of tax increases masquerading as a 
healthcare law. 


spending caps, and prevent insurers 
from dropping your coverage just be- 
cause you get sick. 


In a speech to students at American Uni- 
versity in Washington just after the Repub- 
licans regained control of the House in the 
2010 mid-term elections, Eric Cantor, the 
new Republican House Majority Leader, 
expressed support for two of the worst 
provisions of ObamaCare: “We too don’t 
want to accept any insurance company’s 
denial of someone and coverage for that 
person because he or she might have a pre- 
existing condition. Likewise we want to 
make sure that someone of your age has 
the ability to access affordable care if it’s 
under your parent’s plan or elsewhere.” 

And if all of this weren’t bad enough, 
Republicans are big supporters of 
Medicare. 


Medicare is government- 
funded healthcare for those 
65 and over or those who are 
permanently disabled. It is 
partially funded by payroll 
tax deductions from both 
employers and employees. 
Medicare began in 1966 as 
part of the Great Society. 
It now covers over 50 mil- 
lion Americans at an annual cost of al- 
most $600 billion, and is the third largest 
item in the federal budget after defense 
and Social Security. Medicare should be 
distinguished from Medicaid — which 
is government-funded healthcare for the 
poor via a joint federal-state program ad- 
ministered by the states — which is also 
supported by Republicans. 

In their “Pledge to America,” Repub- 
licans proposed to “support Medicare for 
seniors,” and “protect our entitlement 
programs for today’s seniors and future 
generations.” They actually criticized 
ObamaCare for supposedly cutting Medi- 
care. Two of the biggest defenders of 
Medicare in the Congress are Paul Ryan 
(R-Wis.) in the House and Ted Cruz (R- 
Texas) in the Senate. When the Republi- 
cans controlled both Houses of Congress 
for over four years when George W. Bush 


Nowhere does the Constitution authorize the federal government to interfere in any way with 
the doctor-patient relationship. Indeed, nowhere does the Constitution authorize the federal 
government to have anything whatsoever to do with healthcare or health insurance. 
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was president, they did absolutely noth- 
ing to rein in Medicare spending. Nancy 
Pelosi made a specious point against 
Republican opponents of ObamaCare in 
her “Constitutionality of Health Insur- 
ance Reform,” which, though wrong as 
a matter of constitutional law, rightly 
condemns Republicans for not attacking 
Medicare as unconstitutional: 


Reform opponents continue to 
spread myths about components of 
America’s Affordable Health Choic- 
es Act, including the nonsensical 
claim that the federal government 
has no constitutionally valid role in 
reforming our health care system — 
apparently ignoring the validity of 
Medicare and other popular federal 
health reforms. 


The Republican argument against Obama- 
Care was never about real medical free- 
dom. Although Republicans (except per- 
haps for Chief Justice John Roberts) may 
not believe in the federal government 
forcing Americans to purchase health in- 
surance for themselves, they do believe 
in forcing some Americans to pay for the 
health insurance or healthcare of other 
Americans through programs like Medi- 
care, Medicaid, and SCHIP. Because of 
their support for massive government in- 
tervention into the healthcare and health 
insurance industries, Republicans have no 
creditability on these issues and no real 
alternative to ObamaCare. 


The stated purpose of ObamaCare is, ac- 
cording to the bill that became the presi- 
dent’s healthcare law, to “provide afford- 
able, quality health care for all Americans 
and reduce the growth in health care 
spending, and for other purposes.” Conser- 
vatives and libertarians can and do make 
important arguments about how it is not 
the proper role of government to provide 
or pay for healthcare, make healthcare and 
health insurance more affordable, institute 
a safety net to ensure that the poor have 
adequate healthcare, regulate the health- 
care and insurance industries, mandate that 
employers provide a particular benefit to 
employees, or force anyone to purchase 
a service. Not to mention that no Ameri- 
can has a right to the resources of another 
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American, no matter how low his income 
or “need” for medical services. 

But the argument against ObamaCare 
and every other intervention of the fed- 
eral government into the healthcare and 
health insurance industries is not just a 
philosophical one. The simplest and most 
practical alternative to ObamaCare is the 
constitutional one. The Constitution no- 
where authorizes the federal government 
to have anything to do with healthcare 
or health insurance. Period. This means 
no laws, no mandates, no regulations, no 
requirements, no licensing, no standards, 
no programs, no agencies, no funding, no 
subsidies, no guidelines, no oversight, no 
restrictions — nothing of any kind on the 
federal level. 

Nowhere does the Constitution authorize 
the federal government to have programs 
such as Medicare, Medicaid, SCHIP, Bush- 
care, Republicare, or ObamaCare. 

Nowhere does the Constitution au- 
thorize the federal government to have 
agencies such as the National Institutes 
of Health, the FDA, or the Department of 
Health and Human Services. 


Nowhere does the Constitution autho- 
rize the federal government to provide a 
healthcare safety net, subsidize anyone’s 
medical care or insurance, or “provide af- 
fordable, quality healthcare for all Ameri- 
cans and reduce the growth in healthcare 
spending.” 

Nowhere does the Constitution autho- 
rize the federal government to fund clini- 
cal trials, laboratories, community health 
centers, medical research, HIV/AIDS pre- 
vention initiatives, or family planning. 

Nowhere does the Constitution autho- 
rize the federal government to have nu- 
trition guidelines, vaccination mandates, 
drug schedules, or prescription drug plans. 

Nowhere does the Constitution autho- 
rize the federal government to mandate the 
reduction of co-payments and deductibles, 
the elimination of annual and lifetime caps 
on benefits, or the issuance of insurance 
policies without regard to pre-existing 
conditions. 

Nowhere does the Constitution autho- 
rize the federal government to force hos- 
pitals to treat anyone regardless of their 
ability to pay, force employers to offer 


health insurance, or force individuals to 
purchase health insurance. 

Nowhere does the Constitution au- 
thorize the federal government to regu- 
late hospitals, nursing homes, medical 
schools, medical records, the health-in- 
surance industry, pharmaceutical com- 
panies, organ sales or donations, medi- 
cal devices, physicians, dentists, nurses, 
midwives, psychiatrists, psychologists, 
pharmacists, or practitioners of holistic, 
chiropractic, homeopathic, nutritional, or 
other forms of alternative medicine. 

The constitutional alternative to Obama- 
Care is simply medical freedom. This 
means that repealing ObamaCare is not 
enough. But because the idea that the fed- 
eral government should intervene in some 
way into the healthcare and health insur- 
ance industries is so pervasive and system- 
ic, the constitutional alternative is in the 
minority even among those who profess to 
respect the Constitution. Nevertheless, it is 
imperative that the hearts and minds of the 
American people be turned, not just from 
ObamaCare, but to the constitutional alter- 
native — medical freedom. 
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Why, despite the overwhelming evidence that humans are not causing catastrophic 
global warming, governments and the UN continue to push the scary scenarios. 


by Alex Newman 


lobal-warming theories promul- 
gated by the United Nations and 
others are imploding, as claim after 
claim is being debunked,” yet the IPCC and 
climate alarmists continue to push the no- 
tion that “science” demands a global carbon 
regime, windmills, international wealth re- 
distribution, central planning, less personal 
freedom, and more. Anyone who disagrees 
with the alleged demands of “science” is 
promptly attacked as a heretic, or “denier,” 
as Al Gore and other self-styled climate 
gurus refer to them. 
Indeed, the troubling trend, described as 
a “witch hunt,” is accelerating around the 
world as the Obama administration and 
UN climate alarmists seek to eradicate 
dissent under the guise of “science.” 
For instance, citing the claim that most 
“scientists” agree with the UN’s man- 
made global-warming theories, alarmists 


“See “UN Hysteria Heats Up as Climate Scam Im- 
plodes” in our November 4, 2013 issue. 
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say there is a “consensus” and therefore 
the “science” is settled. 

But the flaw in such a claim should be 
readily identifiable by those who have 
taken science classes. The late author 
and doctor Michael Crichton, a promi- 
nent critic of climate hysteria, put it like 
this: “I regard consensus science as an 
extremely pernicious development that 
ought to be stopped cold in its tracks. 
Historically, the claim of consensus has 
been the first refuge of scoundrels; it is a 
way to avoid debate by claiming that the 
matter is already settled. Whenever you 
hear the consensus of scientists agrees on 
something or other, reach for your wallet, 
because you’re being had.” 

The work of science, Crichton continued 
in a speech at Caltech, “has nothing what- 
ever to do with consensus.” Consensus is 
“the business of politics,” he added. “Sci- 
ence, on the contrary, requires only one in- 
vestigator who happens to be right, which 
means that he or she has results that are 
verifiable by reference to the real world.” 

“In science consensus is irrelevant,” he 


explained. “What is relevant is reproducible 
results. The greatest scientists in history are 
great precisely because they broke with the 
consensus. There is no such thing as consen- 
sus science. Ifit’s consensus, it isn’t science. 
If it’s science, it isn’t consensus.” 

Scientists know that — presumably 
even UN scientists. 


As Crichton’s speech accurately spells 
out what science is all about, no more ac- 
colades should be heard about scientific 
majorities, and no more disparagement 
should be given to minorities. However, 
such verbiage is still the stock in trade of 
proponents of human-caused, catastrophic 
global warming. 

In an agency-wide address to employees 
in early August, for example, Obama Inte- 
rior Secretary Sally Jewell made that ex- 
plicit. “I hope there are no climate-change 
deniers in the Department of Interior,” she 
said, drawing furious criticism from many 
scientists and experts who pointed out that 
to stifle debate on a theory — especially 
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one that is imploding — is the very essence 
of unscientific. In the international arena, 
the leaked “ClimateGate” e-mails provid- 
ed a detailed look at how the anti-science 
crusade to silence “deniers” has been op- 
erating. Among other alarming schemes, 
for example, the leaked documents show 
top climate “‘scientists” conspiring to keep 
“skeptics” out of peer-reviewed journals, 
and to destroy publications that published 
skeptical studies damaging to the “cause.” 
Professor Judith Curry, chair of the School 
of Earth and Atmospheric Sciences at the 
Georgia Institute of Technology, recently 
lashed out at efforts by some scientists to 
stop the publication of evidence that does 
not go along with the agenda. “There is the 
common theme of climate scientists com- 
promising personal and professional ethics, 
integrity, and responsibility, all in the inter- 
ests of a ‘cause,”” Curry complained, citing 
examples she was personally aware of. 

All of it has more than a few experts 
upset — and very concerned. Space and 
Science Research Corporation founder 
and President John Casey, a rocket scien- 
tist, former White House space program 
advisor, and climate researcher who this 
year was named “America’s best climate 
prediction expert,” has been trying for 
years to expose what he calls “the greatest 
international scientific fraud ever perpe- 
trated on the world’s citizens”: man-made 
global-warming theories. 

He also sees the broader issue, though. 
“As to the corruption of science, there is 
little doubt that the dumping of tens of bil- 
lions of dollars into the charade of man- 
made climate change has led to substantial 
corruption and failures within the scientific 
leadership community, including by sci- 
ence journals and scientific organizations,” 
Casey told THE NEW AMERICAN. “There are 
many aspects to this specific impact of the 
damage to the trust and integrity of science 
in general resultant because of man-made 
climate science corruption.” 

Numerous other scientists have ex- 
pressed similar sentiments. In 2010, the 
late world-renowned physicist Harold 
Lewis, who served as chairman of the 
physics department at the University of 
California, Santa Barbara, blasted the 
corruption of science in a now-famous 
letter when resigning from the American 
Physical Society (APS). “It is of course, 
the global warming scam, with the (lit- 
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erally) trillions of dollars 
driving it, that has corrupted 
so many scientists, and has 
carried APS before it like 
a rogue wave,” he wrote. 
“It is the greatest and most 
successful pseudoscientific 
fraud I have seen in my long 
life as a physicist. Anyone 
who has the faintest doubt 
that this is so should force 
himself to read the Climate- 
Gate documents.” 

More recently, while unveiling a major 
international climate report challenging 
UN theories, Professor Robert Carter, 
former head of the School of Earth Sci- 
ences at Australia’s James Cook Univer- 
sity, blamed the increasing alarmism in the 
face of imploding climate theories on what 
he calls the “politicization of science.” 
“In the 1960s, science and politics did not 
mix,” Carter explained, adding that the 
education system in many countries was 
peddling climate propaganda not based 
in reality. “As my career has progressed 
through to retirement, I’ve seen more and 
more a creeping politicization of universi- 
ties and science itself.” 

The International Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC), Carter added while call- 
ing the UN entity a “political body,” has 
publicly presented a “profoundly distort- 
ed” view of climate science to the public 
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Professor Robert Carter, former head of 
the School of Earth Sciences at Australia’s 
James Cook University, blamed the 


increasing alarmism in the face of 
imploding climate theories on what he 
calls the “politicization of science.” 


and is “destroying the essence of the scien- 
tific method.” While the evidence support- 
ing UN climate hysteria is getting “weaker 
and weaker,” Carter continued, the IPCC 
is ramping up the alarmism. “This is ho- 
cus-pocus science and the IPCC report is 
full of it,” he said. “It’s a religion, in fact, 
that has to be challenged.” 

The comparisons to religion are more 
than just humor — numerous experts and 
analysts have documented the efforts by 
the so-called “green” pseudo-environmen- 
talist movement to dethrone and supplant 
traditional religion. At schools around the 
world, meanwhile, the quasi-religious 
“green” zealots are finding fertile ground 
for their dogma in the minds of children. 
— especially when it comes to “climate 
change.” The elementary-level Common 
Core-affiliated Next Generation Science 
Standards, for instance, declare: “Human 
activities, such as the release of green- 


Real science: Author and doctor Michael Crichton explained years ago that real science never relies 
on so-called consensus, saying such deceptive terminology was actually a tool of swindlers. 
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According to physicist John Droz, the UN 
alarmism illustrates the problem well. 
“The reality is that the IPCC ‘experts’ know 
more and more about less and less.” 


house gases from burning fossil fuels, are 
major factors in the current rise in Earth’s 
mean surface temperature (global warm- 
ing).” Those claims are presented as fact 
despite the real fact that even climate 
alarmists admit there has been no “global 
warming” in 17 years. 


The climate scheming and the undermining 
of science are part of a much broader trend 
that has potentially terrifying implications 
for humanity if left unchecked. Accord- 
ing to experts, with the supposed scientific 
foundation for its radical agenda crum- 
bling, the UN and its allies, who are seek- 
ing to dominate humanity and to profit at 
public expense, are essentially waging war 
on science itself. Once science is viewed 
by the public as corrupt, experts say, it will 
be far easier to advance hidden agendas. 
No longer will real evidence be required to 
justify draconian schemes. 


This is hardly a new fear. 
“The prospect of domina- 
tion of the nation’s schol- 
ars by federal employment, 
project allocations, and the 
power of money is ever 
present and is gravely to be 
regarded,” warned President 
Dwight Eisenhower before 
leaving office. “Yet, in holding scien- 
tific research and discovery in respect, 
as we should, we must also be alert to 
the equal and opposite danger that pub- 
lic policy could itself become the captive 
of a scientific-technological elite.” Of 
course, Eisenhower was complicit in the 
Sputnik charade, when thanks largely to 
the machinations of the American estab- 
lishment, the Soviet Union was able to 
launch an artificial satellite ahead of the 
United States. However, his warning was 
prescient nonetheless. 

According to physicist John Droz, 
the UN alarmism illustrates the problem 
well. “The reality is that the IPCC ‘ex- 
perts’ know more and more about less 
and less,” he told THE NEW AMERICAN. As 
just one of the latest examples, Droz cited 
a recent independent study concluding 
that some 97 percent of computer climate 
models have been shown to overestimate 
the amount of warming attributed to CO, 
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Patsies and pens: Members of the press gather in Stockholm to parrot discredited UN IPCC theories, 
which critics say are an excellent example of the ongoing and deliberate corruption of science. 
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— with the average overestimation error 
at a stunning 100 percent. 

“How come we don’t see the media 
publicizing that 97 percent consensus?” 
asked Droz, who gave a presentation on 
Capitol Hill in mid-October about the as- 
sault on science, sponsored by the House 
Science, Space and Technology Commit- 
tee. “A normal distribution (bell curve) 
would show about 50% of these would be 
high predictions and about 50% low. That 
they are essentially all high is a clear in- 
dication of bias, plus an ignorance about 
CO, inter-relationships.” 

“Tn light of these realities, for the IPCC 
to claim that they now have an even higher 
confidence in their conclusions, is simply 
political posturing to justify their exis- 
tence,” continued Droz, who is working 
with scientists, legislators, and policymak- 
ers worldwide to defend science against 
what he sees as relentless attacks. “The bot- 
tom line is that there is an extraordinarily 
large amount of understanding of this issue 
that we simply do not have. To spend tens 
of trillions of dollars to ‘fix’ something we 
don’t understand is insanity.” 

The issue goes way beyond just climate 
scaremongering, though, Droz told THE 
NEw AMERICAN. Instead, what is going 
on is a coordinated assault on real sci- 
ence aimed at undermining the field and 
its credibility. 

“Political science is about promoting 
schemes that have economic or politi- 
cal benefits for a favored, usually well- 
connected, few,” said Droz, who has de- 
veloped a detailed presentation outlining 
the problems he has encountered during 
more than 30 years of environmental ad- 
vocacy. “Real science is a process where a 
proper assessment determines the validity 
of a hypothesis — AGW (anthropogenic 
global warming), for example. Such an 
assessment has four main ingredients: 1) 
comprehensive, 2) objective, 3) transpar- 
ent and 4) empirical. No such scientific 
evaluation has been done concerning the 
AGW hypothesis, wind energy, ethanol, 
sea-level rise, or any other such self-serv- 
ing concoctions.” 

The latest developments in the global- 
warming debate — rebounding Arctic ice 
cover despite claims made and published 
by BBC in 2007 that it would be gone 
by the summer of 2013, for instance, or 
the more than 16-year “pause” in global 
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Wiping away the law: After Congress refused to do his bidding, Obama outlined a plan to use 


tee 


executive decrees to stop climate change by regulating CO» emissions as “pollution.” 


warming that models failed to predict — 
also show something important about the 
“science” behind the alarmism and even 
the “scientific” establishment. According 
to Droz, an environmentalist whose sci- 
ence-focused network includes hundreds 
of Ph.D.s and more than a few who have 
worked for the UN IPCC, the indiscrimi- 
nate use of computer models has become a 
“major problem.” While models may have 
some merit, he added, “relying on them for 
accurately predicting such complex inter- 
actions as AGW is an egregious abuse of 
their abilities.” By contrast, the UN, based 
on its discredited models, now claims to 
be 95 percent certain that humans are to 
blame for global warming. 

Droz and his associates, though, are on 
a personal mission to defend the integrity 
of science from “snake-oil salesmen” pur- 
porting to speak for it — people who claim 
there is a “consensus” on man-made global 
warming and therefore the issue is settled 
and governments must squander trillions 
of dollars on various climate schemes, for 
instance. 


There is a method to the madness, he ex- 
plained. “The world is dominated by pow- 
erful interests who are promoting policies 
for their economic and/or political inter- 
ests,” Droz continued. “When these poli- 
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cies are in technical areas such as energy 
or the environment, these promoters know 
that they need the imprimatur of science 
to give their proposals the appearance of 
legitimacy — as the public still holds sci- 
ence in very high regard.” 

What happens, however, when a true 
scientific assessment of their “ruse” — 
industrial wind energy, for example — 
exposes it as a “fraud?” “Then, the pro- 
moters have to work extremely hard to 
get around the science obstacle,” Droz 
said. “After doing that many times, they 
have concluded that an easier route is 
simply to devalue science in the public 
eye so that it no longer is perceived as 
having a ‘Good Housekeeping Seal of 
Approval.’ They are well on their way to 
achieving this end.” 

Indeed, countless experts, analysts, 
and studies have concluded that environ- 
mentalism has become akin to a secular 
religion in a very real sense. As such, it 
represents a substantial threat to conven- 
tional religions — many of which have 
“been duped into embracing this Black 
Widow,” Droz said. “The reality is that 
this secular religion is promoting prin- 
ciples that are anathema to our Judeo- 
Christian tradition — like ‘the end justi- 
fies the means.’” 

“Many environmental leaders are in 
the forefront of the ‘undermine Science’ 


movement,” explained Droz, who used to 
be a member of groups such as the Sierra 
Club until he realized what was going on. 
“Their objective is that they would like 
their personally preferred policies to be 
adopted, simply because they say so — 
i.e., based on faith rather than fact. Once 
the credibility of science is sufficiently di- 
minished, what other objective source will 
there be to effectively challenge their ide- 
ology? There is none, and they know it.” 

What is most distressing to Droz as a 
scientist, he continued, is how many thou- 
sands of scientists have become complicit 
in the attack on their own profession. “Just 
because they get paid by a special interest, 
such as a wind developer, does that really 
mean that they should look the other way 
when it comes to doing a proper scientific 
assessment? Evidently so, as their com- 
mitment to upholding scientific standards 
clearly plays second fiddle to collecting 
a fast buck,” he said. “Their worshiping 
at the environmental altar is completely 
consistent with their abandonment of pro- 
fessional integrity — which they evident- 
ly believe is an outdated Judeo-Christian 
anachronism.” 

Droz outlined his arguments and con- 
cerns in a slide presentation that he uses to 
explain the problem to policymakers, sci- 
entists, and concerned citizens. Available 
at ScienceUnderAssault.info, it offers an 
extensive overview of the concerted attack 
on science. “It’s nota pretty picture,” Droz 
concluded. However, for society to func- 
tion successfully, Droz and many other 
experts say the integrity of science must 
not be undermined. 

With the latest UN climate report 
quickly becoming another laughingstock, 
in some places at least, the public is 
slowly starting to wake up to the climate 
hysteria. In Australia, for example, voters 
delivered a landslide victory to a conser- 
vative coalition that promised to rein in 
the government “climate” schemes and 
kill the carbon tax. In November, the co- 
alition specifically rejected what it called 
“socialism masquerading as environmen- 
talism” coming out of the UN. All over 
the globe, however, governments and 
tax-funded alarmists are still peddling 
nonsense under the guise of “science.” In 
short, if liberty and prosperity are going 
to be part of humanity’s future, the as- 
sault must be resisted. 
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Generous Third-grader 


An amazing third-grader in Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, has recently been recog- 
nized by the National Football League’s 
Pittsburgh Steelers for his charitable ef- 
forts through the Make-A-Wish founda- 
tion. Eight-year-old Tony Cook has been 
influential in helping to raise over $40,000 
for the Make-A-Wish foundation, $30,000 
of which came from the Ben Roethlisber- 
ger Foundation. 

The Make-A-Wish foundation has been 
Cook’s charity of choice from a very 
young age because of a wonderful thing 
the organization did for him. At just nine 
months old, Tony was diagnosed with non- 
cancerous neurofibromatosis (an inherited 
condition that can lead to brain tumors). In 
April 2012, Make-A-Wish sent Tony and 
his family on a trip to Disney World after 
a friend nominated him for the trip. 

To show his gratitude for the generosity, 
Tony has been saving his money to donate 
to the program. 

Trib Live reported, “Tony handed 
over his savings to Make-A-Wish last 
year, making a Christmas donation of 
$185.35. He raised $264.50 this Febru- 
ary through a bake sale during parent- 
teacher conferences at his elementary 
school, and continued to raise funds 
through other bake sales and a golf out- 
ing organized by his uncle, David Hoff- 
mann, and DB Root & Co.” 

Cook’s generosity has garnered the at- 
tention of the Pittsburgh Steelers. On No- 
vember 1, the Steelers recognized Cook 
and invited him to attend practice, where 
they gave him an autographed football, 
as well as a Terrible Towel signed by the 
players. He was given a special tour of 
quarterback Ben Roethlisberger’s locker. 
That same day, Roethlisberger donated 
$30,000 to Make-A-Wish. 

Cook was permitted to share his experi- 
ence with his classmates, and brought his 
memorabilia to showcase. Laura Thom- 
son, a spokesperson for South Allegheny 
school district, where Tony attends, ex- 
plained that the district recognizes the im- 
portance of celebrating generosity. 

“It’s a very selfless thing to do,” Thom- 
son said of his efforts. “Anthony didn’t 
do that to get attention from anybody. He 
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just did it because he thought it was a nice 
thing to do.” 

Naturally, the entire experience filled 
Cook’s parents with pride. “The thing that 
makes me most proud is that he came up 
with this on his own,” said his father, Bilal 
Cook. “He started it with his own money. 
He was very unselfish and very thankful. 
He was very thankful for everything Make- 
A-Wish did for us, which we all were.” 


See Something, Act 


On October 23, Staff Sgt. Angelo Figueroa 
and his spouse, Kristine, were recognized 
as Good Samaritan Award recipients at the 
Mount Rainier Chapter Red Cross Heroes 
breakfast in Tacoma, Washington, for their 
quick action in June after witnessing a ter- 
rible automobile accident. 

According to the 62nd Airlift Wing, 
“As the couple was driving to the movies 
they witnessed an automobile collide with 
a utility pole and slide forward to a stop. 
Without hesitation, the Figueroas stopped 
and immediately began administering first 
aid and care to the family involved.” 

While Kristine phoned 911, Angelo 
tushed to the vehicle and assessed the 
scene. He determined that the driver had 
suffered a seizure while driving, and no- 
ticed that the passenger in the front seat 
was injured. There were also two young 
children in the back seat. 

Angelo then began to remove the driver 
and passengers from the vehicle, based on 
his perception of their degree of injury. 

According to 62AW.AF.Mil, “He 
safely pulled the driver from the car and 
turned her over to a nurse who had wit- 
nessed the accident and stopped to help. 
Knowing the driver was safe, he went 
back to the car and pulled the injured 
passenger from the front seat and admin- 
istered proper first aid.” 

Angelo returned to the vehicle a third 
time to remove the two children from the 
back. He brought the children to his wife, 
who cared for them and comforted them 
until paramedics arrived. 

“Tt broke my heart to hear those babies 
crying,” said Kristine. “T felt like we need- 
ed to help these children out and I know it 
was the right thing to do.” 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Daring Rescues 


Thanks to the actions of local passersby, a 
man was rescued from his burning vehicle 
and brought to safety on November 13 in 
Lincoln, Nebraska. 

The Fremont Tribune wrote, “The Lin- 
coln Fire and Rescue Department says the 
incident in front of St. Elizabeth Regional 
Medical Center began Wednesday after- 
noon when witnesses noticed smoke com- 
ing from a truck that had just pulled in.” 

An unidentified man and woman ap- 
proached the vehicle and noticed a fire on 
the passenger side of the vehicle. Accord- 
ing to officials, the driver was inside of his 
truck, unconscious. 

The two approached the driver’s side, 
managed to open the door, and pulled him 
from his vehicle. The driver’s clothes had 
also caught fire, so the duo immediately re- 
moved the man’s clothing once he was safe. 

The driver was treated for serious in- 
juries. Details regarding what caused the 
sequence of events are not available. 

A similar story comes out of Mesa, Ari- 
zona, where two strangers rescued a man 
from a burning vehicle. 

Two men, driving in separate vehicles, 
noticed smoke coming from the side of 
a house and stopped to see what caused 
it, ABC15 reported. They discovered that 
the smoke was coming from a vehicle, and 
that there was a man hunched over inside. 

The strangers teamed up to rescue the 
man from his car. “I didn’t know him, he 
didn’t know me. We just had one goal in 
mind and that was to make sure everyone 
was OK,” Tim Mulrooney, one of the res- 
cuers, said. 

They each grabbed an arm and pulled the 
man about 30 feet down the driveway, so 
he was safely away from the flames. Mul- 
rooney then performed CPR on the man. 

The other man, Javier Valenzuela, 
grabbed a hose and began to douse the 
flames, which were getting close to the 
home nearby. 

Medics eventually arrived and took 
over both the CPR and fire efforts. 

“T think we were able to work together 
and hopefully save somebody’s life. Hope- 
fully he pulls through and if he does I’Il be 
looking out for him,” Mulrooney said. i 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Burning Heretics or History? 


The Inquisition, used by atheists to revile Christians, was 
not a Catholic killing machine, but a fairly successful 
attempt to save lives from secular “justice.” 


by Selwyn Duke 


tory is but “a series of agreed upon 

myths.” We probably shouldn’t be 
quite that cynical, yet skepticism is always 
in order when dealing with human beings, 
who are always likely to view and portray 
matters through the prism of their own 
prejudices. But this provides a clue as to 
how to penetrate any veil of untruths: Un- 
derstand the characteristic prejudices of 
your age and place, and you’ll know what 
the myths are likely to be. 


I f Napoleon Bonaparte was right, his- 


* See the March 15, 2010 TNA article “Pope Pius 
XII: Hero in the Unmaking.” 

+ See the February 15, 2010 TNA article “When 
Christendom Pushed Back.” 
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Some myths are innocent, such as a 
young George Washington having replied 
when asked about cutting down the cherry 
tree, “I cannot tell a lie.” Others reflect the 
technique of the Big Lie. And when the 
Nazis promulgated the myth of “positive 
Christianity,” which portrayed Jesus as 
a Nordic character fighting a Jewish es- 
tablishment, it was to be expected from a 
group preaching Aryan superiority and Ju- 
daic persecution. Likewise, when Barack 
Obama’s erstwhile Trinity United Church 
taught Black Liberation Theology and that 
Jesus was a black rebel fighting an oppres- 
sive white Roman establishment, it also 
was to be expected from a group preaching 
black superiority and white persecution. 

Yet while the latter is believed by only a 
small group, this isn’t because the lie isn’t 


big but because its sympathetic subculture 
is small. But when the issue is the spirit of 
our age — which is militant secularism — 
it’s a different matter. Thus do millions of 
educated people believe that Pope Pius XII 
was a Nazi collaborator, even though Jew- 
ish sources credit him with saving more 
than 800,000 Jews from the Holocaust.” 
And thus is it a modern narrative that 
the Crusades were efforts by rapacious 
knights and imperialistic popes to convert 
a peaceful Muslim world, even though 
we know that they were defensive actions 
designed to stave off Islamic aggression.* 
Big lies have big bases of believers when 
they attack the secular world’s favorite 
whipping boy: Christianity. 

But while the Crusades and Pius myths 
are merely cats-o’-nine-tales designed for 
this purpose, there may be an even taller 
tale. Because recent scholarship tells us 
that the dark stories of the Inquisitions — 
those medieval church entities charged 
with investigating heresy — are them- 
selves more fiction than fact. 

Such an assertion may shock many. 
Like “McCarthyism,” “inquisition” has 
become a term that epitomizes intoler- 
ance, tyranny, and the squelching of free 
expression. Moreover, stories of Inquisi- 
tion barbarity date back much further than 
the Crusade myth, whose seeds weren’t 
sown till the 19th century. For instance, a 
man writing under the pseudonym Regi- 
naldus Gonzalvus Montanus described the 
Spanish Inquisition thus in his 1567 docu- 
ment A Discovery and Plain Declaration 
of Sundry and Subtill Practices of the 
Holy Inquisition of Spain: “A court with- 
out allegiance to any earthly authority, a 
bench of monks without appeal. There is 
nothing else in the world to go beyond 
them in their most devilish examples of 
tyranny. Indeed, they do so far exceed all 
barbarousness, a man cannot more aptly 
liken them than to that they most closely 
resemble and from whence they proceed: 
their sire, Satan himself.” Now, this cer- 
tainly is a thorough condemnation, but is 
it perhaps a bit too thorough? Does it seem 
a bit too infused with a fervor that could 
lend itself to fiction making? And given 
that subsequent Inquisition histories were 
strongly influenced by Montanus’ claims, 
that its imagery has colored all Inquisi- 
tions — and that the narrative now aligns 
perfectly with our militant-secular spirit 
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of the age — we perhaps should wonder 
if it is more agreed-upon myth than mat- 
ter of fact. 


Critical of Catholicism 

The first myth that should be addressed is 
the notion that Inquisitions were a purely 
Catholic phenomenon. In point of fact, 
there were Protestant Inquisitions after the 
Reformation, and both Luther and Calvin 
maintained that the state had a right to pro- 
tect society by ridding it of false religion. 
Nor were such efforts a solely Christian, 
medieval, or European phenomenon. As 
The Dublin Review wrote in its chapter 
“The Inquisition” in 1850: 


Plato, in his tenth book on Laws, lays 
it down as one of the duties of the 
magistrate to punish all blasphem- 
ers and unbelievers of the national 
religion. Charondas, of Catana, the 
celebrated lawgiver of Thurium, en- 
acted a similar law. Diopithes intro- 
duced an equally stringent enactment 
at Athens.... 

It was the same in Rome, even in 
its most advanced stage of enlighten- 
ment and intellectual cultivation.... 
One of the laws of the Twelve Ta- 
bles, prohibited the worship of for- 
eign gods without public authority. 
A similar law is recited by Cicero ... 
and Cicero lays it down as an indis- 
putable principle, that the ceremo- 
nies and dogmas of religion are to be 


Judge, jury, and clergy? While anti-Inquisition propaganda labeled inquisitors 


maintained by the arm of the 
law, even through the inflic- 
tion of capital punishment. 


The first myth is the notion that 


Inquisitions were a purely Cat 


This is why the Athenian 
Socrates was forced to drink 
the hemlock for, in part, 
“mocking the gods.” It is part 
of the reason why the Romans 
persecuted Christians and 
suppressed Judaism as well. 
And the same intolerant spirit 
could be seen in every belief 
set, from Hinduism to Zoroastrianism 
to communism, the last of which made 
Torquemada — the first Grand Inquisi- 
tor — seem a font of tolerance. But now 
back to the Inquisitions of popular lore 
and gore, the Catholic ones. 

The first clue as to the truth here may 
be found in a discrepancy between claims 
against the Inquisitions and the timing of 
the latter’s inception. After all, we’re told 
that the Catholic Church was bent on per- 
secuting heretics, yet it took her until 1184 
— more than 1,000 years after her birth 
— to institute the first Inquisition (which 
was in southern France). And it wasn’t 
as if heretics were previously in short 
supply. In the fifth century, for instance, 
Arian Christian Vandals began conquer- 
ing Roman and Catholic North Africa, 
persecuting Catholics in the process and 
sometimes giving them the choice of con- 
version or death (church father Augustine 
of Hippo died during the Vandal siege of 
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Inquisitions after the Reforma 
both Luther and Calvin mainta 
the state had a right to protect : 501 
ridding it of false religion. 


his city in 430). And even when Roman 
Emperor Justinian reconquered North Af- 
rica in 534, the church saw no need for 
an Inquisition to root out closet Arians. 
So what happened 600 years later? Did 
heretics become such a problem that the 
church felt compelled to act? 

In point of fact, heretics were already 
taking it on the chin — from the state. Her- 
esy was generally a capital offense under 
secular law. St. Louis University history 
professor Thomas F. Madden explained 
why in his article “The Real Inquisition: 
Investigating the Popular Myth,” writing: 


To understand the Inquisition we 
have to remember that the Middle 
Ages were, well, medieval. We 
should not expect people in the past 
to view the world and their place in 
it the way we do today. (You try liv- 
ing through the Black Death and see 
how it changes your attitude.) For 


“a bench of monks without appeal,” they were at least as likely to be 
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people who lived during those times, 
religion was not something one did 
just at church. It was science, philos- 
ophy, politics, identity, and hope for 
salvation. It was not a personal pref- 
erence but an abiding and universal 
truth. Heresy, then, struck at the heart 
of that truth. It doomed the heretic, 
endangered those near him, and tore 
apart the fabric of community. 


Consequently, writes Madden, “Heresy 
was a crime against the state. Roman law 
in the Code of Justinian made it a capital 
offense. Rulers, whose authority was be- 
lieved to come from God, had no patience 
for heretics. Neither did common people, 
who saw them as dangerous outsiders who 
would bring down divine wrath.” 

In other words, heresy was somewhat 
analogous to treason. And who judged trai- 
tors? The government did. And this is pre- 
cisely what happened to those accused of 
heresy in medieval times: They would be 
brought before the local lord for judgment. 
You can imagine the problems this present- 
ed. Not only might nobles be reluctant to 
devote the time necessary to assess a case 
fairly, but they had little if any theological 
training and were often arbitrary, capricious, 
and heavy-handed; they were hardly suited 
to judge whether a person really was a here- 
tic or some hapless soul accused by enemies 
seeking revenge. The result was that many 
innocent people were tortured and killed. 

So the church didn’t have to worry 
about heretics, as the secular authorities 
were already suppressing them with vigor. 
But the church was worried about heretics 
— about their being treated unfairly. 


Have Mercy 
The startling fact — the Big Truth hidden 
by the Big Lie — is that Inquisitions were 
initially instituted as works of mercy de- 
signed to stop unjust punishments and ex- 
ecutions. As Madden explains, while secu- 
lar powers viewed heretics as “traitors to 
God and the king” who “deserved death,” 
to the church they were simply “lost sheep 
who had strayed from the flock.” As such, 
the pope and bishops had an obligation to 
be good shepherds and provide them with 
the opportunity to avoid severe punish- 
ment and continued community ostracism. 
It should be emphasized again here that 
heresy was a capital offense only under 
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The minds of men: The medieval “Inquisition” torture chamber is a frightening image — and this 
is precisely why it was used as propaganda. Modern scholars now know that it never existed. 


the state, not the church. The church’s 
goal was to seek the truth behind accusa- 
tions. This is why the institutions devel- 
oped for that purpose wore a label with the 
root “inquire,” which means “to ask”; and 
why, as the Online Etymology Dictionary 
tells us, inquisitor is a Latin word meaning 
“searcher, examiner,’ in law, ‘an investi- 
gator, collector of evidence.’” 

This isn’t what you generally learn in 
schools, hear from the media, or see por- 
trayed on television, but the proof is in 
the pudding. The aforementioned Dublin 
Review made this case already 163 years 
ago, and Henry Kamen of the Higher 
Council for Scientific Research in Barce- 
lona, Spain, did so even more thoroughly 
in his groundbreaking 1965 book The 
Spanish Inquisition. And with the inves- 
tigation of Spanish Inquisition files in the 
1990s and the opening of Vatican records 
in 1998, eyes have been opened further. 
Note here that, unlike lords who might 
sentence an accused heretic to death and 
then eat dinner, inquisitors kept meticu- 
lous files; in fact, every single case han- 
dled by the Spanish Inquisition in its 350- 
year history has its own file on record. 
And what do those open eyes see? An 
800-page study of the Vatican files com- 
piled in 1998 by 60 historians and other 


experts from around the world concluded 
that when compared to secular courts of 
its day, the Inquisition was positively 
benign. Contrary to myth, most accused 
heretics were not executed, but, rather, 
were acquitted or had their sentences sus- 
pended. And most of those found guilty 
were allowed to do penance and integrate 
themselves back into society. As Italian 
history professor and the editor of the 
study, Agostino Borromeo, explained, 
writes the Catholic News Agency: 


“For a long time, judgments were 
confused with death sentences, and it 
was said that 100,000 were executed 
[during the Spanish Inquisition] — a 
figure completely unreal. Although 
some were sentenced to prison or to 
the galleys, most were given spiritu- 
al sentences: pilgrimages, penances, 
prayers, etc.” 

Asked about the punishment used 
by Inquisitions in other countries, 
Borromeo said that “between 1551 
and 1647, it [sic] Italian court of Aq- 
uileia condemned only 0.5% of ac- 
cused to death. On the other hand, the 
Portuguese Inquisition between 1450 
and 1629 condemned to death 5.7% 
of its 13,255 cases.” 
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Heresy was somewhat analogous to 


treason. And who judged traitors? The 
government did. And this is precisely what 
happened to those accused of heresy in 
medieval times: They would be brought 


before the local lord for judgment. 


Borromeo added that the total 
number of cases in the entire history 
of the Inquisition which resulted in 
death sentences is around 2%. 


The notorious Spanish Inquisition, by the 
way, comes in at just about the average: 
1.8 percent. 

Yet even more perspective is 
needed. It must be reiterated that 
the church did not rate heresy a 
capital crime — the state did. So 
contrary to Hollywood fiction, 
Inquisitions did not burn heretics. 
And a good case in point is that of 
Jacques de Molay, the last Grand 
Master of the Knights Templar, 
who, along with the rest of his 
order, was accused of heresy (it’s 
likely that their only sin was lend- 
ing King Philip IV of France more 
money than he was willing to pay 
back). The king had him burned 
at the stake in 1314 without the 
bishops’ and pope’s approval — 
by way of an Inquisition or other- 
wise — and despite their lobbying 
for leniency. 

Inquisitions, however, were 
far more professional operations 
whose task was to assess evi- 
dence and render judgments. And 
while inquisitors would no doubt 
have spared Molay, if a heretic 
was unbending and obstinate, 
he would have to be excommu- 
nicated and released to the gov- 
ernment. Nonetheless, as Madden 
puts it, “The simple fact is that 
the medieval Inquisition saved 
uncounted thousands of innocent 
(and even not-so-innocent) peo- 
ple who would otherwise have 
been roasted by secular lords or 
mob rule.” 
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Tortured Truth 

But what of torture? It’s true 
that inquisitors would occa- 
sionally resort to it to extract 
information. But before pro- 
viding specifics, perspective 
is again necessary. As the 
BBC (hardly a font of Chris- 
tian piety or conservative 
ideological purity) stated in 
its 1994 documentary The 
Myth of the Spanish Inquisi- 
tion (MSI), “During the same [Inquisition] 
time period in the rest of Europe, hideous 
physical cruelty was commonplace. In 
England you could be executed for dam- 
aging shrubs in public gardens. If you 
returned to Germany from banishment, 
you could have your eyes gouged out. In 


France, you could be disemboweled for 
sheep stealing.” In fact, even Enlighten- 
ment giant Thomas Jefferson, much later 
in history, prescribed draconian measures. 
As he wrote in A Bill for Proportioning 
Crimes and Punishments, “Whosoever 
shall be guilty of Rape, Polygamy, or 
Sodomy with man or woman shall be pun- 
ished, if a man, by castration, if a woman, 
by cutting thro’ the cartilage of her nose a 
hole of one half inch diameter at the least.” 
Despite this, it was perhaps in the In- 
quisitions that torture was used least. As 
Henry Kamen said when appearing in the 
MSL, “We find that comparing the Inquisi- 
tion, merely in Spain with other tribunals, 
that the Inquisition used torture less than 
other tribunals. And if you compare the In- 
quisition with tribunals in other countries, 
we find that the Inquisition has a 
[very clean] record with respect to 
torture.” The MSI elaborated: 


The Inquisition used none of 
these [torture] methods [preva- 
lent among secular authorities]. 
They had a rulebook ... which 
specified what could and could 
not be done; those breaking 
the rules were sacked. So the 
Inquisition did not, as alleged, 
roast their victims’ feet, or brick 
them up [encase them in a wall] 
to languish for all eternity, or 
smash their joints with ham- 
mers, or flail them on wheels. 
They never used the iron maid- 
en.... The inquisitors didn’t 
ravish their female victims.... 
In fact, the inquisitorial torture 
chamber of popular myth never 
existed, even though this image 
[of a torture chamber presented 
in the documentary] was re- 
printed hundreds of times. And 
it was not only the use of torture 
that was falsified; stories were 
also fabricated about the grue- 
some conditions in which pris- 
oners were kept. 


Kamen expanded on this last 
point, saying: 


Fate versus forgiveness: Jacques de Molay’s fate illustrated 
well the church-state divide over punishment. The Templar 
Grand Master was executed by King Philip IV despite calls for 
leniency by bishops and the pope. 


Ironically, the Inquisition 
had probably the best jails in 
Spain.... Let me take a quota- 
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tion from the inquisitors in 
Barcelona in the middle of 
the 16th century, when they 
were asked to report on the 
state of their prisons and 
they said, “Our prisons are 
full.” But then they com- 
plained to their bosses in 
Madrid, “We don’t know 
where to send the leftover 
prisoners we have; we can- 
not send them to the city 
jails because the city jails 
are overcrowded, and there 
they are dying at the rate of 
20 a week.” 


In fact, so superior were Inqui- 
sition jails that there were “in- 
stances of prisoners in secular 
criminal courts blaspheming 
in order to get into the Inquisi- 
tion prison to escape the mal- 
treatment they received in the 
secular prison,” said another 
MSI-featured expert, Northern 
Illinois University history pro- 
fessor Stephen Haliczer. 

Inquisition jurisprudence 
was superior as well. Just con- 
sider how the Roman Inquisition, estab- 
lished in 1588 by Pope Sixtus V, started 
to bring modernity to the Middle Ages. As 
scholar John Tedeschi points out in The 
Prosecution of Heresy: Collected Studies 
on the Inquisition in Early Modern Italy, 
the Roman Inquisition gave the accused a 
right to counsel and would even provide 
him an attorney, and a notarized copy of 
the charges would be available so that a 
defense could be formulated in advance. 
Secular courts at the time offered none 
of these rights and protections. In fact, so 
ahead of its time was the Roman Inquisi- 
tion that, Tedeschi writes, “It may not be 
an exaggeration to claim ... that in several 
respects the Holy Office was a pioneer in 
judicial reform.” 

This brings us to the next myth. While 
Montanus and others portrayed inquisi- 
tors as shadowy robed monks devilishly 
chanting Latin in gothic halls, this was 
more Hollywood than hellacious reality. 
The truth is that the average inquisitor 
was an administrator and legal expert. 
Kamen explained, “They were career 
men who didn’t even have to be priests. 
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Suppression of heresy has been history’s norm. In fact, Martin 
Luther himself joined Plato, Cicero, and countless other figures in 
teaching that false religion should be purged from society. 


In the early period of the Inquisition, we 
have examples of some who were not 
even priests; they were simply lawyers 
trained at the university. And they would 
use the Inquisition merely as a career 
that maybe could be a stepping stone to 
another career.” But, as the MSI put it, 
“Bureaucrats make boring copy.” 

They make for bad propaganda, too. 

Perhaps the silliest myth is that Jews 
and Muslims feared the wrath of inquisi- 
tors bent on converting them. But the fact 
is that Inquisitions’ role was to try those 
accused of heresy, which is defined as the 
denial of some of the doctrines of one's 
own faith. Thus, if you’re a member of a 
different faith, you cannot be a heretic. 
Of course, governments at various times 
might have decided to expel or perse- 
cute those of minority religions, but this 
wouldn’t have been within an Inquisi- 
tion’s scope. For it is clear what a person 
of a different faith is — and there is no 
need for inquisition when there is noth- 
ing to “inquire” about. Yet it is important 
to understand where the idea that Inqui- 
sitions persecuted Jews came from, and 


this brings us to the matter of 
the conversos of Spain. 


Spain Inflamed 

Spain was unique among Eu- 
ropean nations. It had been 
invaded by the Muslim Moors 
in 711, and most of Iberia (the 
peninsula comprising Spain 
and Portugal) was under their 
control by 750. Christians and 
Jews then lived in Islamic Ibe- 
ria as the second-class citizens 
known as dhimmis, a situation 
that became far worse in 1172 
when fundamentalist Muslims 
known as Almohads largely 
took control and gave the dhim- 
mis a choice between conver- 
sion and death, causing many 
of them to emigrate. By this 
time, however, the Christian 
effort to reclaim their lands, 
the reconquista, had been pro- 
gressing, and it was mostly 
complete by the late medieval 
period. This didn’t mean Spain 
was united, however. Muslims 
still controlled Granada in the 
15th century, and the Christians 
themselves were divided politically. 

This began to change with the marriage 
of King Ferdinand II of Aragon and Queen 
Isabella I of Castile in October 1469. 
Being part of a marriage that initiated the 
unification of their two regions, the mon- 
archs were no doubt intensely focused on 
eliminating division. Thus did they not 
only plan to complete the reconquista by 
retaking Granada, but they also resolved 
to eliminate internal religious division as 
well, believing it an impediment to politi- 
cal unity. This is where the conversos — 
Jews who had converted to Christianity 
— enter the picture. Suspicious that they 
were “Judaizing” (practicing Judaism se- 
cretly), the monarchs instituted the Span- 
ish Inquisition in 1478. And the rest is 
history — albeit often the twisted variety. 

In other words, unlike earlier Inquisi- 
tions, the Spanish Inquisition wasn’t a 
response to unjust adjudication of heresy 
accusations by secular authorities, but was 
animated by religious suspicion. Kamen 
claims that one reason for this was the 
conversos’ failure to assimilate, a phe- 
nomenon which he says Spain’s Muslim 
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A whispering war: Hot Reformation conflict, such as the Battle of Muhlberg, was followed by a 
cold war of words that led to anti-Inquisition propaganda such as the “Black Legend.” 


community exhibited as well. I would 
add that if you had been occupied wholly 
or in part by Muslims for 781 years, it’s 
entirely possible you might be just a tad 
paranoid about alien religious influence on 
your soil. And these feelings no doubt only 
intensified, as the Spanish government ex- 
pelled the nation’s remaining Jews (not the 
conversos) in 1492 and its last Muslims 
in 1609. Again, however, while this might 
have been motivated by the same spirit 
that created the Spanish Inquisition, it was 
not the work of the tribunal. 

Given the true nature of the Inquisitions, 
what explains the Montanus myths? Well, 
note here that when the Spanish Inquisi- 
tion was first instituted, the rest of Europe 
congratulated Spain for finally becoming 
Christian; as the MSI put it, “A new age of 
Christian unity was said to be dawning.” 
But this lasted for only about 30 years, 
until that great fissure in Christianity: the 
Reformation. 

Obviously, emotions were running 
high on both sides after the Reformation 
in 1517, and the fur was flying. This not 
only took the form of armed conflict, such 
as the Battle of Muhlberg in 1547, but also 
a war of words. And with the Guttenberg 
printing press having been invented in 
1448, it could be waged like never be- 
fore. Knowing this, Montanus — widely 
believed to be Spanish Protestant Antonio 


38 


del Corro — and others used the technolo- 
gy to wage what was perhaps the first truly 
modern propaganda campaign, spreading 
a big lie through the first big media. 

Yet there were geo-political motiva- 
tions as well. Not only had the Battle of 
Muhlberg pitted Spanish Imperial forces 
against northern European ones, but 
English-Spanish conflict in the 1580s 
was running high, causing King Philip I 
of Spain to plan an invasion of England 
and leading to the defeat of his armada 
in 1588. All these conflicts and events 
— religious and national — occurring 
at roughly the same time, amounted to a 
perfect storm of anti-Spanish sentiment 
in northern European countries. The re- 
sult was, among other things, the em- 
brace of the Montanus-disgorged “Black 
Legend,” as the myth of the Spanish In- 
quisition came to be known. And via guilt 
by association, it came to tarnish other 
Inquisitions as well. 

Yet as time wore on, anti-Spanish senti- 
ment diminished, and the prejudices be- 
came more generalized. “The Inquisition” 
legend would grow and be advanced by 
anti-Christian movements and entities 
ranging from the French Revolution (its 
instigators tried to institute 10-day weeks 
that omitted Sundays) to the ideologically 
similar but short-lived Roman Republic of 
1849 to today’s militant secularists. 


Having said this, it’s inevitable that 
some will call this exposition a white- 
wash, averring that Inquisition transgres- 
sions are many but my examples of them 
few. And, of course, Inquisitions did have 
different characters in different places, 
and so did inquisitors. As Johns Hopkins 
history professor Richard L. Kagan com- 
plained in a New York Times review of Ka- 
men’s book, Kamen said little about how 
inquisitors “were not faceless bureaucrats 
but law graduates with varying interests 
and career aims” and about the “ploys, 
like bribes and pleas of insanity” used 
by defendants. All right, fair enough. But 
what are we to say about these failings? 
How is it much different from our legal 
system today? 

And that really is the point. If all crit- 
ics can respond with is that the Inquisi- 
tions were guilty of faults that ever plague 
man, I can rest my case. Of course, there 
is still the matter of torture, whose even 
occasional use we find abhorrent. Yet not 
only were the inquisitors quite civilized 
for their time in that area, whatever they 
did, they didn’t employ euphemisms such 
as “coercive interrogation.” It also bears 
mention that the very cultural relativists 
who would whitewash human-sacrificing 
Aztecs as noble savages demonstrate no 
such charity in their very absolutist atti- 
tude toward that age’s Europeans, whom 
they convict under our “values,” forget- 
ting, to again quote Thomas Madden, 
that the “Middle Ages were, well, medi- 
eval.” But even this misses the mark, as 
it implies a perhaps unjustified sense of 
superiority. Note that medieval Christians 
would no doubt be aghast at our age’s ram- 
pant abortion, sexual promiscuity, denial 
of sin, lack of piety, and communist kill- 
ing fields, not to mention our hate-speech 
laws — enforced by “inquisitions” called 
Human Rights Tribunals — used to punish 
today’s “heretics.” And, if they could con- 
sider our trespasses, perhaps the best we 
might hope for is that a few of them would 
shake their heads and say that modernity 
is, well, modernistic. 

But most of all, modernity is of man, 
with the unchanging nature that implies. 
So we can be sure that we’ll continue to 
burn inconvenient pages from our history 
books — and that the Inquisition myth will 
be agreed upon for a very, very long time 
to come. Hf 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Crazed Trespasser 
KIORTV.com reported on November 19 
on a strange case of armed self-defense 
in Pierce County, Washington. A mar- 
ried couple in their 60s was home alone 
when they heard a car driving at a high 
speed up their long rural driveway. The 
car crashed through a metal gate, man- 
gling it, and smashed into a car parked 
right in front of their home. The driver 
exited the vehicle, and without saying 
a word came charging at the home. The 
homeowners were still in shock when 
the man began beating on the door. The 
couple realized they had to act quickly. 
The husband armed himself with a pis- 
tol just as the intruder broke some glass 
and entered the house. The intruder at- 
tacked the man before he could get off 
a shot and punched him multiple times, 
causing him to drop his gun. Thankfully, 
the homeowner was able to reach for his 
gun and fire a series of shots that hit the 
violent invader. The man’s wife locked 
herself in a bedroom during the scuffle 
and called 911. The police soon arrived, 
but found the suspect dead at the scene. 
The husband was treated for his injuries, 
which are not expected to be life threat- 
ening. Police are still investigating and 
are having toxicology tests done to see 
if there were any drugs in the intruder’s 
system. Investigators acknowledged the 
strangeness of the case, stating that the 
intruder had no known connection to the 
people in the house. 


Stopping a 
Baseball Bat Beating 


The Fox affiliate from Pendleton, South 
Carolina, reported on October 7 that a 
72-year-old South Carolina woman used 
her personal firearm to defend her friend 
from a brutal attack. Frances Ward was 
confused when a man she had hired to 
fix her car the previous month showed 
up late at night. The man stormed into 
her house and announced his intentions 
to rob her, but a friend of Ward grabbed 
a nearby baseball bat and tried to fend 
off the intruder. The thug grabbed the 
bat away from Ward’s friend and began 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ “EEE, eee. 


brutally beating the friend with it. Ward 
was horrified but reacted quickly and 
grabbed her pistol, which she pointed at 
the attacker and fired. The shot grazed 
the intruder’s forehead and scared him 
enough that he dropped the bat and ran 
away. 

Ward recounted what happened for 
WXII12.com news. “If he hadn’t of been 
standing up, I would have hit him right 
here with the gun,” said Ward, “because 
I was aiming for his forehead to kill him, 
because he was beating the daylights out 
of her with that ball bat and I wasn’t going 
to let that happen.... [He]could have killed 
her if I had not shot him,” added Ward. 
The suspect was later arrested by police 
and was charged with attempted murder, 
first-degree burglary, and trespassing. The 
authorities agreed that Ward acted in self- 
defense, and she will not be charged with 
anything. 


Vietnam Vet Kills Intruder 


WISHTV.com out of Indianapolis, In- 
diana, reported on October 7 that a bur- 
glar attempted to enter a home but was 
shot dead by the occupant in downtown 
Fort Wayne. The suspect was discovered 
lying near the front door of the home on 
the porch and was pronounced dead at 
the scene by paramedics. Police believe 
the suspect acted alone. Detectives inter- 
viewed the homeowner who was at home 
by himself at the time of the shooting. The 
man, a Vietnam War veteran in his 70s, 
has lived in the neighborhood for decades. 


Family Feud 


The U.K. Daily Mail reported on a long- 
running family feud that ended in vio- 
lence. The incident took place in rural 
Ashville, Pennsylvania, on September 27, 
bringing the long fight to a dramatic and 
deadly confrontation. Forty-three-year-old 
Josephine Ruckinger allegedly so hated 
her family that she conspired with her 
husband, 43-year-old Jeffrey Ruckinger, 
to murder all of them in cold blood. The 
violence erupted when Josephine and her 
husband and went to her parents’ double- 
wide trailer to ambush the unsuspecting 


members of the family, including her 
parents and her adult brother. Josephine 
rang the doorbell and, when her mother 
opened the door, fired a deadly blast from 
a sawed-off shotgun at point-blank range 
into her mother’s chest. 

Reportedly, before being shot, the 
mother yelled that there were armed in- 
truders, and her yell sent the other oc- 
cupants of the trailer scurrying to arm 
themselves. The adult brother tried to 
grab a rifle, but Josephine’s husband fa- 
tally shot the brother multiple times in the 
chest with a Derringer and a .22-caliber 
pistol. The father ran to arm himself, and 
retrieved a .22-caliber revolver before re- 
turning into the room. 

As the father entered the room, he saw 
the female armed intruder pointing the 
shotgun at him. Not realizing it was his 
daughter because he hadn’t seen her in 20 
years, he fired a shot directly into her head 
and killed her on the spot. 

Jeffrey Ruckinger fired a handgun at the 
father, but the father was able to return fire 
and hit the husband in the head. Both the 
estranged daughter and her husband died 
from their wounds. The father was not in- 
jured, and he called 911 when the shooting 
stopped. 

Police discovered the attackers’ car, 
“which was parked at the bottom of the 
gravel driveway, and found loads of am- 
munition, a gas can, and a container of 
lighter fluid” reported the Pittsburgh Post- 
Gazette. “Clearly these two individuals 
came to this house to carry out a planned 
deadly attack on this family.... I would 
characterize it as a home invasion that 
was a murder plot,” said Cambria County 
District Attorney Kelly Callihan. 

Relatives of the deceased painted a pic- 
ture of a daughter and mother who did not 
get along and a daughter who harbored a 
bitter resentment toward the family for 
years, stemming from being disowned for 
stealing from her parents’ home when she 
was 20. There were also hard feelings after 
the daughter had the grandmother move 
in with her and allegedly took everything 
valuable, including bonds, jewelry, and 
thousands of dollars in cash, from the 
grandmother before she passed. 

—PATRICK KREY 
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Times Says 

ObamaCare Can Make 
U.S. Healthcare Equal 
to That of Other Nations 


Item: The Editorial Board of the New 
York Times published an editorial on 
November 17 headlined “The Shame of 
American Health Care” that said: 


Even as Americans struggle with the 
changes required by health care re- 
form, an international survey released 
last week by the Commonwealth 
Fund, a research organization, shows 
why change is so necessary. 

The report found that by virtually 
all measures of cost, access to care 
and ease of dealing with insurance 
problems, Americans fared poorly 
compared with people in other ad- 
vanced countries. 


The editors continued: “The survey cov- 
ered 20,000 adults in the United States 
and 10 other industrial nations — Aus- 
tralia, Canada, France, Germany, the 
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Swe- 
den, Switzerland and Britain, all of which 
put in place universal or near-universal 
health coverage decades ago. The United 
States spends far more than any of these 
countries on a per capita basis and as a 
percent of the national economy.” 
However, the editors asserted: “For that, 
it gets meager results. Some 37 percent of 
American adults went without recommend- 
ed care, did not see a doctor when sick or 
failed to fill prescriptions in the past year 
because of costs, compared with 4 percent 
in Britain and 6 percent in Sweden.” 
Continuing, the editors stated: 


The Affordable Care Act was created 
to address these problems by covering 
tens of millions of uninsured people 
and providing subsidies to help many 
of them pay for policies; by setting lim- 
its on the out-of-pocket costs that pa- 
tients must bear; and by requiring that 
all policies cover specified benefits. 
Americans are understandably 
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Problems with the HealthCare.gov website for OhamaCare, as well as broken promises 
about patients being able to keep the plans they liked, has caused the popularity of ObamaCare 


to plummet. 


frustrated with the Obama adminis- 
tration ’s failure to produce a func- 
tioning website.... The reform law, 
however imperfect, is needed to bring 
the dysfunctional American health 
care system up to levels already 
achieved in other advanced nations. 


CORRECTION: The Times editors’ claim 
that “Americans fared poorly compared 
with people in other advanced countries 
.. all of which put in place universal or 
near-universal health coverage [i.e., so- 
cialized medicine] decades ago,” can eas- 
ily be refuted by even a cursory look at 
the experience in most of these countries. 
Arguably the most well-known pub- 
licly funded universal healthcare system is 
England’s National Health Service (NHS), 
which is the largest and oldest (1948) sin- 
gle-payer healthcare system in the world. 
As such, the NHS serves as an excellent 
case study of how well patients are served 
when government runs a healthcare system. 
An editorial published online by Inves- 
tors.com (Unvestors Business Daily) on 
March 6 was headlined: “Britain’s Health 
Care System: Its Problems Continue.” 
The report cited a Daily Mail article about 
the dramatic change that occurred when 
Hinchingbrooke Hospital, located in Cam- 
bridgeshire, north of London, was priva- 


tized last year after being “on the verge of 
going bust” under NHS. 

Current NHS data shows that Hinch- 
ingbrooke — after privatization — is now 
“ranked as one of the highest’ hospitals 
for “patient happiness and waiting times.” 
It “tops the list for short waiting times” 
and patient satisfaction has increased to 
85 percent. 

The private company operating the 
Hinchingbrooke facility has “dramatical- 
ly cut losses at the hospital by 60 percent 
and will soon begin to pay off burgeoning 
debts racked up from years of mismanage- 
ment,” noted the Mail. 

Though the problems inherent in Eng- 
land’s system are systemic, an incident re- 
ported by the Daily Mail on March 31, 2011 
puts an exclamation point on the crisis. 

The article told the story of Margaret 
Hutchon — a former mayor and a non-ex- 
ecutive member of the board of directors 
of Mid Essex Hospital Services NHS Trust 
— who waited nine months for a follow-up 
stomach operation at Broomfield Hospital 
in Chelmsford, Essex. Her appointments 
for the surgery were cancelled four times. 

When the surgery — a follow-up to the 
initial operations performed at the hos- 
pital nine months earlier — was finally 
performed, Hutchon barely regained con- 
sciousness before dying. 
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Considering that Margaret was well 
known after serving in local government 
for 30 years, a former mayor of Chelms- 
ford, and a director of the hospital’s gov- 
erning board, her tragic experience makes 
one wonder what sort of care a less-well- 
connected patient would have received. 

Retired professor and author John J. Ray, 
Ph.D., (Conservatism as Heresy: An Aus- 
tralian Reader, 1974) notes on his blog: 
“The long-established socialized medi- 
cine systems in Britain and Australia are a 
particularly relevant warning about where 
such systems end up.” His posts for Sep- 
tember 9, 2009 cited studies made by mem- 
bers of the British Conservative Party, in- 
cluding a report finding that “almost 2,000 
critically ill patients were discharged early 
from NHS intensive care units [in 2008] 
because of a shortage of beds.” 

Reports of inherent problems within 
the NHS are numerous. A September 
12, 2012 report by BBC’s health cor- 
respondent, Nick Triggle, cited a report 
from the Royal College of Physicians 
(RCP) noting that “a trio of issues — ris- 
ing demand, increasingly complex cases 
and falling numbers of hospital beds — 
is contributing to the destruction of the 
healthcare system there.” 

The report, released in September 2012, 
was entitled “Hospitals on the edge? The 
time for action.” 

Among the problems listed in the Col- 
lege report were: 


¢ Increasing clinical demand. There 
are a third fewer general and acute 
beds now than there were 25 years 
ago, but the last decade alone has 
seen a 37% increase in emergency 
admissions. Hospitals have coped 
with this increase by reducing the 
average length of stay for patients. 

¢ Nearly two thirds (65%) of people 
admitted to hospital are over 65 years 
old, and an increasing number are 
frail or have a diagnosis of demen- 
tia. However, all too often hospital 
buildings, services and staff are not 
equipped to deal with the people who 
have multiple, complex needs includ- 
ing dementia. 
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Hinchingbrooke Hospital, in Cambridgeshire, England, was “on the verge of going bust” under 
NHS, but after being privatized is now “ranked as one of the highest” hospitals for “patient 
happiness and waiting times,” and its monetary issues are being straightened out. 


¢ Fractured care. Hospital doctors 
have reported the lack of continuity 
of care as their biggest concern about 
the current health service. It is not 
uncommon for patients, particularly 
older patients, to be moved four or 
five times during a hospital stay. 

* Despite patients over 65 making up 
the larger share of the hospital popu- 
lation, the system continues to treat 
older patients as a surprise, at best, 
or unwelcome, at worst. 


BBC reported several comments on the 
Royal College of Physicians report, in- 
cluding one from Professor Tim Evans of 
the RCP, who said: 


This evidence is very distressing. All 
hospital patients deserve to receive 
safe, high-quality sustainable care 
centered around their needs. Yet it is 
increasingly clear that our hospitals 
are struggling to cope with the chal- 
lenge of an ageing population who 
increasingly present to our hospitals 
with multiple, complex diseases. 


Also weighing in on Britain’s healthcare 
crisis was Jeremy Hughes, chief execu- 
tive of the Alzheimer’s Society, who 
said, “These latest findings are alarming 
but, unfortunately, not surprising. It is 
painfully evident that the healthcare sys- 


tem stands on the brink of crisis.” 
However, health minister Dr. Dan Poul- 
ter defended the effectiveness of the NHS: 


It is completely wrong to suggest that 
the NHS cannot cope — the NHS only 
uses approximately 85% of the beds it 
has available, and more and more pa- 
tients are being treated out of hospital, 
in the community or at home. 

But it is true that the NHS needs 
fundamental reform to cope with the 
challenges of the future. 

To truly provide dignity in care 
for older people, we need to see even 
more care out of hospitals. That’s 
why we are modernizing the NHS 
and putting the people who best un- 
derstand patient’s needs, doctors and 
nurses, in charge. 


Those who understand the nature of any 
government-controlled agency would 
likely express skepticism that the NHS 
(or in the United States, HHS) bureaucrats 
would relinquish decision-making author- 
ity to mere doctors and nurses. 

In commenting on Britain’s health- 
care problems, NaturalNews blogger J. 
D. Heyes asked the rhetorical question: 
“What does all of this have to do with 
America and Obamacare?” 

He noted that since the British NHS is 
government funded, “there is very little 
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Newscom 


room for private-sector innovation and 
management. It is simply a top-down, top- 
heavy bureaucracy, much like Obamacare 
when it gets fully up and running.” 

Furthermore, wrote Heyes, “as care be- 
comes more expensive and the resources 
to fund the system become more scarce, 
the NHS has resorted to rationing care.” 

And rationing under the NHS is exactly 
what is happening, wrote the BBC’s Nick 
Triggle in a May 21, 2012 article, which 
cited statements made at the 2012 annual 
GP (General Practitioner) conference of 
the British Medical Association (BMA) 
held in Liverpool. 

The article quoted Dr. Richard Vautrey, 
deputy chairman of the BMA’s GPs com- 
mittee, who said: 


But GPs are increasingly getting 
worried about rationing. There are 
huge variations in what can and can’t 
be provided from place to place. 

We are also seeing more restric- 
tions on when we can refer patients. 
It means people needing things such 
as hip and knee replacements wait 
longer and suffer unnecessarily. 


Also at issue are NHS restrictions that 
prohibit physicians from performing treat- 
ments not provided for under the NHS 
as private, doctor-patient arrangements. 
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Under current rules, doctors cannot per- 
form these procedures and directly bill the 
patient for them. 

Socialized medicine does not work any 
better in other countries where it has been 
tried than it does in Britain. All things 
being equal, the American system, for its 
many faults, still works better. An article 
posted by Fox News on January 15 (“Facts 
about America’s health care quality that 
the world doesn’t know,” by Scott Atlas, 
M.D.) declares: 


To justify more government control 
of America’s health care, ObamaCare 
supporters frequently assert that ac- 
cess to and quality of health care in 
the United States are poor. However, 
the facts from source documents and 
medical journals show that Ameri- 
cans enjoy superior access to care 
compared to nationalized systems, 
the very systems put forth as models 
for ObamaCare — whether defined by 
wait-times for diagnosis, treatment, or 
specialists; timeliness of surgery; ac- 
cess to screening; or availability of 
medical technology and drugs. 


Significantly, Dr. Atlas notes, “The sepa- 
rate issue of quality of care also demands 
analysis of objective data — and that 
means data from peer-reviewed medical 


journals, rather than subjective ‘rankings’ 
and surveys by advocacy groups.” 

The Fox column parallels another writ- 
ten by Dr. Atlas posted on Hoover.org that 
excerpts material from Dr. Atlas’ book, 
Reforming Americas Health Care System: 
The Flawed Vision of Obamacare. 

The evidence Dr. Atlas presents to make 
his case that U.S. healthcare at present is 
superior to other, nationalized systems in- 
cludes these points: 

¢ American cancer patients have supe- 
rior survival rates for all major cancers 
compared to other Western countries with 
nationalized healthcare. The mortality rate 
for breast cancer is 52 percent higher in 
Germany than in the United States and 88 
percent higher in the United Kingdom. 
Mortality rates for prostate cancer are 
“strikingly worse in the UK, Norway, and 
elsewhere” than in the United States. 

+ “Americans have lower cancer mortal- 
ity rates than Canadians,” whose mortal- 
ity for breast cancer is 9 percent higher, 
prostate cancer is 184 percent higher, and 
colon cancer is 10 percent higher than in 
the United States. 

« “Twice as many American seniors 
with below-median incomes self-report 
‘excellent’ health compared to Canadian 
seniors (11.7 percent versus 5.8 percent).” 

« “Americans have much better ac- 
cess to ... new technologies like medi- 
cal imaging than patients in Canada or 
the UK.... The United States has thirty- 
four CT scanners per million population, 
compared to twelve in Canada and eight 
in Britain. The United States has nearly 
twenty-seven MRI machines per million 
compared to about six per million in Can- 
ada and Britain.” 

The Zimes editors assert that “Ameri- 
cans fared poorly compared with people 
in other advanced countries,” but when, 
as Dr. Atlas noted, objective data rather 
than subjective “rankings” and surveys by 
“advocacy groups” are utilized, the Unit- 
ed States comes out ahead of socialized 
healthcare systems in other countries. 

If opinion polls are any indication, 
Americans are finally beginning to learn 
the true cost of ObamaCare. Ml 

— WARREN Mass 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY JOHN LARABELL 


Oh Consistency, Thou Art a Jewel! 


glaring lack of consis- 

tency put forth by liberals 
when they endeavor to make 
an argument for one of their 
viewpoints. Equally marvel- 
ous is the fact that they appar- 
ently do not even notice their 
inconsistency. Every time I 
notice this, I am reminded of 
the old phrase (of unknown 
origin, as far as I can tell), “Oh 
consistency, thou art a jewel!” 
Perhaps liberals have either 
never heard the phrase, or 
maybe they choose to ignore 
it. Let’s look at a few exam- 
ples of liberal inconsistency. 

Here’s one: revisionist history attempting to besmirch the 
Founding Fathers and what they stood for by pointing out that, 
by the way, they owned slaves. This is an argument I’ve heard 
used by liberals, possibly as a circuitous attempt to make me 
question my “conservative” worldview. After all, their argument 
goes, only really nasty and ignorant people would own slaves, so 
the Founders were not so great after all, and not worthy of our 
emulation. According to some liberals, the founding era was a 
dark time of repression and slavery, not freedom, so we should 
not be so quick to espouse the virtues of men such as George 
Washington. This appears to be an indirect way of saying that 
we should not place much value on what the Founders wrote, 
since they were a bunch of racist, slave-owning, woman-hating 
jerks. We live in a much more “enlightened” era now, where 
everyone (almost, if it weren’t for ignorant conservatives) has 
“equal rights.” 

An interesting argument indeed. First, this does not present 
anyone with any “new” knowledge. I remember learning about 
the fact that Washington and others in the founding era owned 
slaves when I was around 10 years old. No one is saying they 
didn’t own slaves, but I suppose our liberal friends are just try- 
ing to remind us. Many of the people who are so thoughtfully 
bringing these facts to our attention, I imagine, would consider 
themselves socialists or Marxists to some degree. Interesting. 
Hitler was the leader of the National Socialist party in Germany. 
Need I say more? I think I will: Marxist ideologies were respon- 
sible for the unbelievable repression, destitution, and outright 
murder of tens of millions of people in the 20th century alone, 
and continue to oppress people today. So maybe we shouldn’t 
give any heed to socialist or Marxist ideologies because leaders 
who espoused those principles were creeps. 

But wait, there’s more! If the Founders were so bad because 
they were part of “the system” of slavery, are we any better? We, 
as an “enlightened” liberal society, permit the killing of unborn, 
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or sometimes even newborn, 
babies. What type of twisted 
logic condemns all of a man’s 
viewpoints because he owns 
slaves but will cheerfully per- 
mit the slaughter of unborn 
humans as a societal norm? 
Liberal inconsistency at its 
finest, folks. 

How about this one: Liber- 
als constantly talk about the 
virtues of “equality” and push 
for a more egalitarian society, 
where everyone is the same as 
everyone else. Yet surprising- 
ly (or maybe not), liberals are 
constantly dividing people up 
into an increasing number of 
“social classes” or “groups.” There are not just blacks, whites, 
Asians, and Native Americans anymore; now there are poor, 
rich, middle-class, straights, gays, lesbians, bisexuals, transgen- 
ders, asexuals, and I’m sure I’ve missed seven or eight others. 
And of course, they’re all competing for their own “rights” that 
are being infringed upon by the other groups. But if everyone is 
really equal, why divide them up into so many groups? 

Here’s another one: Many liberal “greens” and “enviros” are 
vehemently opposed to genetically modified organisms (GMOs) 
in our food supply for health, environmental, and social justice 
reasons. They claim that the “scientific consensus” supporting 
GMOs is a result of lies, deception, crony capitalism, and gov- 
ernment corruption. Personally, I happen to agree with them on 
this. But not so fast! Liberals will, by some crazy twist of logic, 
fully embrace the “consensus science” of man-made climate 
change, completely ignoring the lies, deception, crony capital- 
ism, and government corruption involved in this issue. There 
goes consistency right out the window. 

Or how about the fact that a growing number of white liber- 
als (and surprisingly some self-professed Christians) in America 
believe that the Jews in Israel are an “occupying force” guilty 
of apartheid against the Palestinian people, whose land the Jews 
“stole.” Some liberals have even suggested that the Jews should 
leave that land and “go back to Europe” where they came from. 
Well then, to be fair to everyone (and consistent), perhaps the 
whites in this country (we’ll start with hypersensitive liberals) 
should “go back to Europe” where they came from and leave 
North America to the Native Americans. 

Considering the fact that liberals in this country are suppos- 
edly more educated than conservatives, it amazes me that I fre- 
quently hear these types of arguments in my conversations with 
liberals. One could almost get the impression that they’re not 
really using logic, just emotions. 

Oh consistency, thou art indeed a jewel! Ml 
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